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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux Lanp Transrer Brix has been read a second time, and is 
down for Committee on Tuesday, the Ist of May. A conference 
between the Council of the Incorporated Law Society and dele- 
gates from the Provincial Law Societies has been arranged for 
the p of deciding the course of action to be en in 
reference to the Bill. the meantime a concise statement of 
the effect of the Land Transfer Bill, a copy of which will be 
found in another column, has been sent to the members of the 
House of Lords. 





On Tuvurspay last Court of Appeal No. 2 had in the list 
of Chancery appeals precisely the same number as were in 
such list at the commencement of the sittings—namely, twenty. 
There is apparently sufficient work in these app for the 
present sittings. 





Tue actions before Mr. Justice Romer are rapidly being 
reduced, and inroads upon the list of actions recently trans- 
ferred to him have been made, leaving only 50 cases remaining 
out of the 90. If, during the ten or twelve days remaining of 
the present sittings, these cases are dis of at the rate of 
three or four a day, another transfer shortly be necessary. 





Now ruar all original Chancery orders are to be filed as of 
record, it would seem to be advisable to make a further rule 
that (with some few exceptions) all such orders shall be printed. 
Such a practice would effect a great saving in the examination 
of office copies, and would enable anyone to obtain such copies 
at once. Since the original order is to be filed, it will be 
necessary in future for all parties concerned to obtain copies, 
and unless the s tion above made is adopted, delay in 
procuring office copies will certainly atise. oreover, the 
saving in the Scrivenery my a ie of the Royal Courts 
would be considerable, seeing that if our suggestion is adopted 
no written copies of orders will be required. More 
would be struck off than is now ordinarily the case 
orders are printed, and the sale of office and other copies would 
probably more than meet the cost of printing. The charge for 
office copies of printed orders might well be reduced. 





Tue GEenErat effect of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
roposals with to the death duties is to extend the 
Ce duty to all property, real and personal, free and , 
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and to assimilate the incidence of the legacy and succession 
duties. The probate and account duties, and the existing estate 
duty, are all to be abolished, and in their place there is to be 
one uniform duty, to be known as the estate duty. This will 
be payable on the capital value of all property which passes on 
the death of a person dying after the 31st of May, 1894. Pro- 
perty “‘ passing on death”’ is to include both real and personal 
property over which the deceased had a disposing power, or 
which was settled and an interest in which accrues on the death 
to some other person. It also includes property which would be 
subject to account duty under the Customs and Inland Revenue 
Acts, 1881 and 1889, if those Acts were extended to real pro- 
perty and to settlements other than voluntary settlements. 
Thus the estate duty will fall alike on real and personal 
property, whether free or settled. But in the case of settled 
property it is to be charged only once—that is, upon 
the first change in the enjoyment of the property by death 
—though in consequence of its exemption from further duty 
during the continuance of the settlement an additional duty 
of one per cent. will be charged on the occasion when estate 
duty is paid. This additional duty, however, will not be 
levied where the only life interest is that of the wife or 
husband of the deceased. Where the estate duty is payable by 
the tenant for life of a settled estate, he will have power to charge 
the amount on the estate. With regard to the succession duty 
several changes are required to place it on the same footing as 
the legacy duty. The additional half per cent., or one anda 
half per cent., imposed by Mr. Goscnen in 1888 is abolished, 
and also the duty of one per cent. payable by lineals ; while in 
future the duty will be charged on the capital value of the 
succession, and not merely on the value of a life interest in the 
land. But the distinction between the legacy and succession 
duties will be preserved, and the duty payable on realty will 
still be paid by instalments, interest, however, being charged on 
unpaid instalments. Comment on the proposals must be 
reserved until the Bill has been issued. 


WITH REFERENCE to an article which appeared in these 
columns last week on the subject of the recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Re Holloway (ante, p. 395), a correspondent 
calls our attention to the language of one of the Rules of 
November, 1893, which seems to point to the fact that the 
framers of those rules did not put so restricted and narrow a 
construction upon the term “originating summons” as that 
seg to it by the learned judges who decided Re Holloway. 
The rule to which our correspondent refers is ord. 55, r. 9B 
(R. 8. C., November, 1893, r. 24). It is in the following 
terms :— 

** An application by a judgment creditor for an order under 27 & 28 
Vict. c. 112 for the eale of his debtor’s interest in any land delivered in 
execution shall be made by originating summons, which shall be served on 
the debtor.”’ 

Now, as our correspondent points out, an application of the 
nature contemplated by the above rule could never have been 
made by bill in Chancery under the old, or by writ under the 
new practice. The procedure is one created by statute, which 
expressly provides that a creditor may obtain an order for sale 
of land delivered in execution by petition in a summary way. 
The new rule merely substitutes procedure by summons for that 


of the Rule Committee. It is clear, however, that, when the 
learned judges constituting that committee (of whom Kay, L.J., 
is one) passed the rule in question, they did not intend, nor, 
indeed, had they authority, to do more than provide for this 
change in the method of application. In making the change 
they recognized the fact that, a summons being the initiating pro- 
ceeding, it must be an “ originating summons.”’ Yet, of course, 
such a summons is not one commencing an action, but is 
one of the class mentioned by Kay, L.J., in his judgment in 
Re Holloway, ‘‘ which initiated proceedings, not being intituled 
in any existing action, but which did not commence an action.” 
According to this learned judge, speaking as a member of the 
Court of Appeal, such a summons is not an “originating 
summons,” whilst as a member of the Rule Committee he has 
concurred in passing a. rule in which the prescribed procedure 











is termed an “ originating summons.” Are we, then, to suppose 
that a summons under ord. 55, r. 93, although it does not 
commence an action, is to be treated as an originating summons, 
whilst every other initiating summons under the numerous 
statutes conferring on the court summary jurisdiction at 
chambers is to have some other new and distinguishing title? 
The bewildered practitioner may well ask for some authoritative 
solution of a very obvious difficulty. With all possible respect 
we urge that immediate steps should be taken to set at rest the 
doubts and perplexities which are at present troubling the 
profession with regard to a very important branch of the work 
in the Chancery Division. 


Tne Firru EDITION of the Land Transfer Bill is remarkable 
for the sudden change of opinion it reveals as to equitable mort- 
gages by deposit of land certificate. Less than six months ago 
the Land Registry Office issued a solemn memorandum affirming 
that ‘‘the deposit of a land certificate under section 81 of the 
Land Transfer Act, with a signed authority to search the regis- 
ter, would be equally satisfactory {with the present system of de- 
posit of deeds |, #f not more so, owing to the superior clearness and 
brevity of the document. By analogy to the existing practice in 
Middlesex and Yorkshire, no search or entry on the register 
would in these cases be made, as the mere existence of the regis- 
ter renders any attempt at fraud too dangerous to be under- 
taken. If desired, however, full protection is readily attainable 
at an almost nominal cost.” Now, as the memorandum pre- 
fix.d to the Bill tells us, ‘‘a new clause has been added for the 
purpose of enabling registered proprietors of land to give a 
simple and effectual form of security to bankers and others, with- 
out creating a registered charge or entering a caveat.” That is 
to say, it has been discovered that the provisions for the deposit of a 
land certificate are not satisfactory and must be amended. And the 
persons who, six months ago, affirmed, in spite of all warnings, 
that these provisions would be equally satisfactory with the pre- 
sent system of deposit of deeds, ‘if not more so,” are the persons 
to whom it is proposed to entrust the conduct of the conveyancing 
business of the country! The strange infatuation with which 
the Lord Chancellor persists in his desire to pass a measure 
which is tolerably certain to bring him nothing but discredit is 
only explainable by the incurable passion for legislation which 
appears to affect the holders of his high office. He remarked 
in the House of Lords, on the second reading of the Bill, that 
the opposition to it came from one source—the body of solicitors. 
He omitted to say that they and a section of the bar are 
practically the only bodies familiar with the subject-matter of 
the Bill. And of course he did not point out that no other 
section of the public (except the Tooley-street Building Societies 
Association) has shewn the smallest interest in the measure. 
He probably relies on solicitors wearying of their opposition or 
being led away by delusive hopes of increased business when 
the Bill comes into operation. We believe he will find that on 
both points he is mistaken. The numerous reports of the pro- 
vincial law societies which we have published withia the last few 
months are all full of the most resolute determination to resist a 
compulsory measure, and the success achieved in the past is not 
likely to induce solicitors to remit their efforts to prevent the 
passing into law of a Bill which they believe will be disastrous 
to landowners. And we may perhaps hope that the Bar Oom- 


by petition, a change which is of course within the jurisdiction | mittee will condescend at last to bestow some attention on the 


measure. With regard to the notion that solicitors will benefit 
by the Bill, Lord Herscuett has happily himself supplied the 
antidote to this specious delusion. He took occasion to remark 
that ‘‘ there could be no doubt that when land had been a few years on 
the register, it would not be necessary for anyone to look beyond the 
register.’ After ‘‘a few years,” therefore, according to the 
highest authority, there will be no more intervention of solicitors 
with regard to land on the register. What ‘a few years” may 
mean may be surmised from the fact that Lord Herscuetu is at 
present engaged in endeavouring to shorten the periods of 
limitation for certain actions. 





As ABOVE pointed out, the Lord Chancellor has now dissociated 
himself from the theory of the Land Registry Office that equit- 
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able mo es ought to be a and the present Bill 
contains a clause Shich is expressly designed to enable regis- 
tered proprietors to obtain advances without creating a regis- 
tered charge or entering a caution. The pro is that the 
registrar shall be empowered, on the application of the regis- 
tered proprietor of any land or charge, to issue a deposit 
certificate. As long as this certificate is outstanding it must be 
produced to the registrar on every entry in the register of a 
dealing with the land or charge, and a note of every such entry 
will be indorsed on the certificate. The deposit of a deposit 
certificate will, for the purpose of giving a security over the 
land or charge, be equivalent to the deposit of the title deeds, 
and while it is outstanding no lien is to be created under section 
81 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, by the deposit of the land 
certificate. This scheme, as is pointed out in the memorandum 
issued by the Incorporated w Society which we print 
elsewhere, is open to the objection that the duplication 
of certificates is unnecessary, and that everything which 
can be done by the deposit of a deposit certificate might 
equally well be done by the deposit of the land certificate. 
Possibly it was the intention of the authors of the Act of 1875 
that the deposit of the land certificate should create a safe 
equitable charge. If so, the intention has been frustrated by 
the rule of the Land Registry Office that upon dealings with the 
land the land certificate need not be produced. Hence the 
necessity which at present exists for following up the deposit of 
the land certificate by the lodging of a caution, a formality upon 
which the office has levied the full fee as though a registered 
charge was being created. The natural course apparently 
would be to render the lodging of the caution unnecessary by 
requiring the production of the land certificate upon every 
dealing with the land. There may be some reason for the 
introduction of this new deposit certificate, but, so far as we can 
see at present, the only result is to complicate dealings with the 
land, and to secure for the office, by means of the fee on the issue 
of the deposit certificate, some compensation for the loss of the 
fees hitherto taken on the lodging of cautions. 





Tue Recistration Bit, or, to give it its ‘‘ short” title, the 
“Period of Qualification and Elections Bill,’ which has 
recently been introduced into the House of Commons, is a Bill 
of eight clauses, and if the definition and short title and 
repeal clauses and the clauses applying the proposed alteration 
of the law to Scotland and Ireland be omitted there remain 
four clauses only which contain the substance of the measure. 
These four clauses, however, include a large amount of 
controversial matter, and will probably occupy a considerable 
share of the time of Parliament during the present session. 
The 1st clause shortens the qualifying period for parliamentary 
and local government electors from twelve (and in the case of 
freeholders and copyholders from six) months to three, and 
alters the date on which that period ends from the 15th of July 
to the 24th of June, a day on which removals are frequent ; 
it also sweeps away the provisions of the different Acts 
relating to the franchise which make the rating of the quali- 
fying property and the payment of the rates a necessary 
ingredient of the qualification of an occupier. The 2nd clause 
provides for a half-yearly registration, the registers to come 
into force on the Ist of January and the Ist of July in each 
year: for the purposes of the July register, which will, of 
course, be made up in the early months of the year, the period 
of qualification is to end on the 25th of December, and the 
Registration Acts are to be construed accordingly. It is in- 
teresting to note that the office of revising barrister appointed 
on the summer circuit in any year is to last until the completion 
of the revision of the second register, and any increase of 
work caused by the second register is to be provided for by an 
increase of the number of revising barristers. The main pro- 
visicn of clause 3 is that all the polls at a general election 
shall be held on the same day in every constituency (except in 
the Universities), that day to be the second or third Saturday 
after the proclamation summoning a new Parliament. A uni- 
versal Saturday poll seems to be a somewhat inelastic arrange- 
ment, and is open to obvious objections on the ground of the 
difficulty of making adequate provision for the preservation of 


order at the same time in all the constituencies in the United 
Kingdom. Clause 4 deals with plural , and prohibits a 
parliamentary, elector from voting at a iamentary election 
in more than one constituency during the currency of the same 
register. An attempt, whether successful or not, to vote in 
contravention of this section is made an illegal practice, and 
subjects the perpetrator to heavy ties ; in order to prevent 
a voter from infringing this provision, he is to be asked at the 
poll whether he has voted at a parliamentary election for any 
other constituency since the date when the current register 
came into force: the giving a false answer to this question is 
also to be an illegal practice. Altogether the Bil, though 
short, contains matters cf serious import, which will no doubt 
require ample discussion. 





Our READERS will no doubt remember that Mr. Justice Norra 
decided in Re Herbert (31 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 235, 34 Ch. D. 
504), in accordance with the previous decision of Lord Lanapatz 
in Rte Bracey (8 Beav. 266), that, under the common order to tax 
a solicitor’s bill, it is not open to the client to dispute the 
retainer of the solicitor in totu, ag ny may dispute it as to 
particular items or classes of items. e order in Tact involves 
an admission by the client that something is due from him to 
the solicitor ; a bill could not be taxed if there were really no 
bill at all. This rule appears to have been somewhat extended 
in Re Frape, decided by Mr. Justice Nort on Tuesday. There 
a client had obtained an order to tax ten bills of costs which 
had been all delivered to him by his solicitor together. Upon 
the taxation the client attempted to dispute the retainer of the 
solicitor in toto as to one of the ten bills, alleging that the busi- 
ness to which it related had been transacted by the solicitor 
without his authority and, in fact, without his knowledge. The 
taxing master held that it was not open to the client to do this, 
the order not having reserved his right to challenge the retainer, 
and Mr. Justice Norrn agreed with this view. He said that, 
as the client had applied for the taxation of ten bills, he 
ought, if he desired to dispute the solicitcr’s retainer as to any 
one of the bills in toto, to have obtained the insertion in the order 
of a reservation of his right to do so. Having regard to the 
actual form of the order, the taxing master was right in 
declining to allow the question of retainer to be raised as to the 
whole of one bill, which bill in fact related to an ind ent 
isolated transaction. ‘It may be open to question whether this 
ruling does not make the right of a client to dispute the retainer 
of a solicitor depend too much upon the accident whether a 
number of sheets of paper are fastened together and delivered 
as one bill, or are divided into sections and delivered as 
bills. If in the present case all the items included in the ten 
bills had been included in and delivered as one bill, it can 
hardly be questioned that the client could have disputed the 
retainer of the solicitor as regarded all the items which were in 
fact included in that bill as to which he sought to dispute the 
retainer, so that he appears to have lost his right merely be- 
cause the solicitor did not fasten all the sheets which constituted 
the ten bills with one paper fastener. When a number of bills 
are delivered by a solicitor at one and the same time, it would 
seem to be reasonable to hold that they really constitute only 
one bill, and that, while it is not open to the client, under the 
common order to tax, to dispute the retainer of the solicitor alto- 
gether, it is open to him to dispute it as regards particular items 
or classes of items, even though such a class constitutes the 
whole of one of the separate bills actually delivered. 





Tue peotston of the Court of Appeal in Underwood v. Under. 
wood (42 W. R. 372) is an interesting application of the doc- 
trine of Cumber v. Wane (1 Str. 426), affirmed by Foakes v. Beor 
(38 W. R. 233, 9 App. Cas. 605), that a creditor cannot bind 
himself by a simple agreement to accept a smaller sum in lieu 
of an ascertained sum then due of a ae, such agree- 
ment being without consideration, and nudum pactum, 
Under an order of the Probate Division a divorced husband was 
liable to pay to his divorced wife an annuity of £40 by way of 
alimony. At atime when arrears of the annuity to 





£16 13s. 4d. were due, the wife agreed, in consideration of £10, 
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to release the husband from the arrears and from all future 
payments of alimony. Two years later the wife, disregarding 
this agreement, claimed £86 13s. 4d., being the amount of the 
annuity for the interval and the balance of the arrears, after 
allowing for the payment of £10, and issued a writ of fi. fa. 
Sir Francis Jeune set aside the writ, but the Court of Appeal 
held that the agreement was invalid and the claim good. 
Looking only to the arrears due when the agreement was made, 
this is clear. The agreement to pay £10 could not wipe out the 
actual debt of £16 13s. 4d. And if the £10 was ineffectual for 
this purpose, it does not seem that it could be applied solely to 
the release of the future payments of the annuity, so as to 
make the agreement good as regards them. The doctrine in 
question has been the subject of frequent criticism, and in some 
cases it may press hardly upon debtors who have been led to 
suppose that their debts have been extinguished; but in the 

resent case, as Kay, L.J., observed, the agreement was so 
improvident that there was no reason to regret that it was not 
enforceable. 


SUMMONSES WNO7 ORIGINATING. 


Tne decision in Re Holloway, on which we commented some- 
what fully last week (ante, p. 395), has, we are informed, created 
considerable consternation in the Chancery Division. It has 
fallen there like a bomb thrown among peaceful citizens pursuing 
their everyday avocations. The best we can hope for is that it 
will produce as little lasting effect on procedure in chancery as 
the Anarchists have hitherto been able to produce on the founda- 
tions of society by the use of explosives. It seems clear that the 
judgment was delivered under some misapprehension—or, shall 
we say, with insufficient apprehension ? It has produced effects 
which its authors certainly did not contemplate, and we hope 
some means will be adopted to prevent it from subverting pro- 
cedure by originating summons in Chancery. Last week we 
pointed out that new Rules of Court would be necessary to give 
proper effect to Re Holloway with its accompanying definition of 
an originating summons. Our remarks were based upon the 
supposition that a dictum pronounced with deliberation by the full 
Court of Appeal would have to be accepted and acted upon. But 
the more consideration we give to the matter, the more convinced 
do we become that Re Holloway must be overruled by the inter- 
vention of the Rule Committee, because its sweeping definition 
is subversive and cannot be confined to the immediate point 
before the court in that case, nor can it be limited to Queen’s 
Bench proceedings. If the court had simply held that a 
summons under the Solicitors Act for the delivery up of 
papers was not an originating summons no particular importance 
would have attached to the judgment. But when one learned 
judge after another went on to define in precise terms what an 
originating summons was, and to add that no summonses not 
within that definition were originating summonses, and when it 
appeared that, wittingly or unwittingly, they had defined out 
of existence three-fourths of all the originating summonses 
issued, then there could be no doubt about the immense 
importance of the judgment. Let us consider somewhat closely 
the position which has been created by this judgment with 
oa to summonses which originate, but are not “ origin- 
ating. 

According to the judgment in Re Holloway, we are to read 
the defining clause in ord. 77, r. 1 as follows :—“ An origin- 
ating summons is a summons by which proceedings are com- 
menced without writ which might otherwise have been com- 
menced by writ.” The first point which this new definition raises 
is asto the feeto bepaid. This question of the fee is one of great 
practical importance, because it is not possible for the court 
or any of its officials to exact, or for solicitors to pay, a wrong 
court fee. They cannot charge or pay 10s. for a summons 
which is not an originating summons, because the order as to 
court fees says that only 3s. is to be charged for every summons 
which is not an originating summons. It may never have been 
intended to alter any practice on the Chancery side. But the 
intention is nothing, and the definition everything, when we 
have to decide the question of the fee. If the solicitor pays the 
wrong fee he pays it out of his own pocket, for it will be 
disallowed on taxation. If, therefore, he pays 10s. for a 








summons which is not an originating summons within the 
definition contained in the rules, he will be seven shillings out 
of pocket on taxation. This matter of the fee, as we pointed 
out last week, is one of considerable importance to the 
Treasury. The loss does not merely consist of the diminished 
fee on every summons commencing proceedings, but includes 
other loss consequent on the change of procedure which would 
be involved in the conversion into common summonses of the 
great bulk of Chancery originating summonses. This aspect of 
the question, however, is one which does not concern the 
profession at large. Indeed, we only refer to this question of 
the fee at all in order to shew that it is impossible to evade the 
application of Re Holloway when the amount of the court fee has 
to be determined. 

But, apart from the fee, let us consider whether there is any way 
open to the Chancery official or practitioner by which he may 
escape from the rigour of the definition propounded in this case. 
Suppose the Rule Committee refuse to interfere, is there any 
way of putting this judgment on one side as not applicable to 
Chancery procedure? After all, it was only a decision on 
Queen’s Bench procedure. Suppose we have to live with it, 
cannot its effect be confined to Queen’s Bench summonses? 
Let us see how far this is possible. We will assume that the 
definition of an originating summons as ‘‘a summons by which 
proceedings are commenced without writ which might otherwise 
have been commenced by writ’ was only intended to apply to 
Queen’s Bench summonses, and not to affect any summons in 
the Chancery Division. Let us apply it strictly within these 
limits and see what comes of it. 

On the Queen’s Bench side, then, no summonses commencing 
proceedings are originating summonses ; because in the cases in 
which such summonses are issued no writ of summons could have 
been issued for the same purpose. The following is a list of 
the matters initiated (we will not say originated) in the Queen’s 
Bench Division by summons: Summonses under the Copyright 
Act (5 & 6 Vict. c. 45) to expunge or vary an entry in the register 
at Stationers’ Hall; under the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, for the decision of a question between husband and wife ; 
under the Arbitration Act, 1889, for various purposes from the 
revocation of a submission to setting aside the award ; under the 
Solicitors Act for taxation of a solicitor’s bills of costs; under 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the Common Law Procedure 
Acts, 1852 and 1860, for relief against forfeiture; under the 
Conveyancing Act, 1892, for the protection of underlessees ; 
and in stakeholder’s interpleader before action brought. There 
may be others in the Queen’s Bench Division, but these are the 
most important. These, then, are the matters which are covered 
by the decision in Re Holloway, and we are assuming that that 
decision was intended to apply only to these, and not to Chan- 
cery originating summonses. te Holloway decides that none of 
these summonses in the Queen’s Bench Division are originating 
summonses. 

Turning now to one of the best known authorities on Chancery 
forms and procedure—viz., Daniell’s Chancery Forms by Mr. 
Burney, we select four forms of originating summons, which, 
being on the Chancery side, are not affected by Ae Holloway. 
These are originating summonses under the Copyright Act 

5 & 6 Vict. c. 45) to expunge or vary an wig Aakers register at 

tationers’ Hall (form 1,558); under the ied Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, for decision of a question between husband 
and wife (form 2,286); under the Arbitration Act to revoke the 
appointment of an arbitrator (form 2,124); and under the Solici- 
tors Act for a speciai order to tax a solicitor’s bill of costs 
(form 2,024). As our readers will have noticed, these are pre- 
cisely the same as the first four summonses (not originating) in 
Queen’s Bench, mentioned above. If Re Holloway was a purely 
Queen’s Bench decision, it does not apply to these four sum- 
monses if they happen to be issued on the Chancery side, there- 
fore they remain originating summonses, bearing a ten shilling 
stamp, having an eight-day return, and calling upon the respond- 
ent to enter an ap ce. But if those summonses happen to 
be issued on the Queen’s Bench side they are not originating 
summonses at all, bear only a three shilling fee (except under 
the Solicitors Act for taxation, for which a special fee is pro- 
vided), have only a four-day return, and do not call upon the 
respondent to enter appearance. 
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This is obviously absurd. The procedure in each of these 
cases is governed in Chancery and Queen’s Bench by the same 
statute and section, and by the same rules. There is no differ- 
ence whatever. If, therefore, Re Holloway applies to them on 
the Queen’s Bench side, it must of necessity apply to them on 
the Chancery side. There is no escape from that. Either they 
are originating summonses on both sides or they are not 
originating summonses on either. We must accept the ruling 
in Re Holloway and say that they are not originating summonses 
either in Chancery or Queen’s Bench. 

Having satisfactorily (or unsatisfactorily) settled that point, 
let us consider if it is open to us to apply the definition in Re 
Holloway to the four kinds of summonses in the Chancery 
Division which we have particularized, and to let its application 
end there. Here we are again met with an insurmountable 
obstacle. There is no difference whatever between the sum- 
monses in the Chancery Division which we have mentioned and 
about three-fourths of all the originating summonses issued in 
that division, so far as they relate to the judgment in Re 
Holloway. Tf those four kinds are not originating summonses 
because they claim relief which could not have been claimed by 
writ of summons, then the whole of the summonses commencing 

roceedings under the statutory jurisdiction of the Chan 
Division, and all the summonses issued under ord. 55, r. 2, wi 
its eighteen sub-sections, have ceased to be originating sum- 
monses, and can only be issued in future as ordinary summonses 
stamped with the same fee as a time summons or any other 
common summons in a pending proceeding. 

Unless, therefore, the Rule Committee comes to the rescue, 
there is no way of escape that we can see from Re Holloway and 
its stringent definition. We are the more ready to hope that 
something will be done to nullify the effect of this judgment 
because it is so difficult to reconcile it with Rules of Court. We 
print elsewhere, under the head of “Ourrent Topics,” a com- 
munication from an expert in these matters of procedure who 
points out a Rule of Court, made as recently as November, 
1893, which is directly in conflict with the judgment in Re 
Holloway. Under the Judgments Act, 1864, s. 4, a creditor to 
whom any land has been deiivered in execution may apply to 
the Court of Chancery by petition in a summary way for sale. 
Ord. 55, r. 98, of the R. 8. C., November, 1993, says that future 
applications under that section ‘‘ shall be made by originating 
summons.” No bill or writ could ever have been issued for 
such a purpose as this, therefore according to Re Holloway such 
@ summons would not have been an originating summons unless 
the rule has so defined it. The descriptive name in the rule is 
directly opposed to the definition in Re Holloway. 


It would be very interesting to know on what grounds the 
Court of Appeal came to the conclusion to treat the term 
“ originating summons” as a term of art. The inference to be 
drawn from Rules of Court is that the Rule Committee have 
understood the word “ originating” before the word “ sum- 
mons” as a mere adjective, meaning that proceedings are 
thereby commenced. In this rule (ord. 55, r. 98), which substi- 
tuted proceedings by summons for petition under 27 & 28 Vict. 
c. 112, it seems quite natural to call the summons “ originating,” 
because if that had not been specifically directed in that par- 
ticular case it might well have been supposed that the summons 
might have been issued in the already existing cause or matter 
in which the judgment creditor obtained his judgment. That 
the Rule Committee in framing Rules of Court have used the word 
“summons” by itself without the word “ originating,” when 
they meant the word to embrace “originating summons” as 
well as ordinary summons, seems clear. In the R. 8. C. (Trus- 
tee Act), 1893, r. 6 (ord. 55, r. 13a), to which we referred last 
week, they specify a number of applications under the Trustee 
Act, 1893, which may be made “ by summons.” Some of those 
summonses would commence proceedings, some would not. The 
Rule Committee clearly intended those which did commence 
proceedings to be made by “‘ originating summons,” because in 
one of the forms of originating summons which they prescribed 
by R. 8. C., November, 1893 (App. K., 1), they inserted as a 
aliat by way of example, “ In the Matter of the Trustee Act, 

93. 

Are we to assume that the full Court of Appeal have invented 
a brand-new definition of an originating summons which will 


not bear examination in the light of Rules of Court? It is 
difficult to believe this. yet what is the alternative 
which we have to face? It is the startling revelation that the 
Rule Committee have misled the public by giving an entirely 
erroneous and misleading illustration by way of instruction, 
and that for eleven years the judges, chief clerke, registrars, 
counsel, and solicitors of the Chancery Division, and the authors 
of every book of Ohancery practice, have been absolutely 
ignorant of what an originating summons was. All we can do 
in such a dilemma as this is what learned judges in doubt 
sometimes do—adjourn the matter for further consideration. 








THE PRACTICAL WORKING OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 


Il. 


II. Disrricr Counctts and Boarps or Guarpians.—In con- 
sidering the working of the Act in relation to district councils 
and boards of i it must be borne in mind that these 
bodies have existed for a long time, and are in no sense the 
creations of this Act. The alteration of the “style” of sanitary 
authorities to ‘‘ district councils” is a mere change of name, and 
the new powers which are conferred upon these bodies relate to 
comparatively unimportant matters, with the exception of the 
a of highway authorities to which reference is made 

elow. 

The most important cha which the Act brings about with 
reference to these bodies side to their constitution, including 
the qualifications of their members and the method of electing 
them. It is pro in the present article to point out the 
practical effect of these changes and to refer briefly to such new 
powers as are now for the first time conferred upon distrist 
councils. 

1. Qualifications of guardians and district councillors.—The 
right of county justices to act as ex oficio guardians and the 
power of the Local Government Board (exercisable chiefly in the 
metropolis) to nominate guardians are swept away in and 
unmistakable terms—‘‘there shall be no ex officio or nominated 
guardians”; any ¢x oficio or nominated members of urban 
sanitary authorities are likewise to cease, but this is a i 
which will affect a very small number of cases. rural 
district councillors for a parish are to be its representatives on 
the board of guardians, and their qualification is to be the same 
as that of guardians. 

All the members of these bodies are now to be elective ( t 
that boards of ians will have a limited power of co-optation), 
and any existing property qualification is abolished. Mere 
residence for twelve months in 4 union or district or being 
registered as a parochial elector for a parish within the union 
or district are to be the only qualifications for the office of 
guardian or district councillor in parishes not situate within 
a borough. Although the property qualification of a guardian 
had already been red almost to vanishing point by a 
recent order of the Local Government Board, it is a matter of 
some moment to enact that a member of the body which acts 
in the relief of the poor may be a person who does not himself 
contribute to the rate for that object; but the Act is perfectly 
clear upon the poiut and ee no difficulty as to the om 4 
out of this provision. The existing qualifications of borou 
councillors are left unaltered, and to be a guardian for a parish 
in a borough rson must be qualified to be a councillor for 
the wee. 4 One effect of the latter provision is that - 
men will not be eligible as guardians for a parish in a boroug 

2. Election of guardians and. district councillors —All 
qualifications being abolished in the case of the persons to be 
elected, it becomes important to observe who are to be the 
electors. Here, again, the old qualification for voting at these 
elections—a qualification which rested on the ownership of 
property or the payment of rates—is altered. The electors are 
to be the parochial electors—that is to say, the persons whose 
Semmes are on the puiemnontens <p tale iron Serr 
electors. The effect of this be to givea of 
voting power to persons whose pockets will be 





z unaffected by any 
ill-advised or extra <a on the of the bodies 
whom they elect. I¢ be mentioned in addition to 
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persons who, under the existing law, are entitled to be regis- 
tered as local government electors, such married women as 

ess the necessary qualification and might claim to be regis- 
tered if they were not disqualified by coverture will be entitled 
to have their names inserted on the lists of parochial electors 
and to vote at an election of guardians or district or parish 
councillors ; the decision in Reg. v. Harrald (20 W. R. 328, L. R. 
7 Q. B. 361) will therefore have no application to parochial 
electors. There is an exception to the general rule that all 





boards—will be abolished, and the rural district council will be 
the sole highway authority in the district. It is doubtful 
whether this provisicu will work well in practice. The manage- 
ment of local highways is a matter of very great moment in 
rural districts, and in many parishes a strong preference is 
felt for retaining the parish as highway authority. High- 
way boards, where they have been established, have not always 
been either economical or efficient, but if they were not satis- 


| factory it was possible to dissolve them. Once a district council 


the members of the bodies with which we are dealing | is established as highway authority there does not seem to be 
must be directly elected by the parochial electors: every any method of taking away its powers and restoring them to the 
board of guardians may chocse from outside their own | parishes in the district; and it is this hard-and-fast arrangement 
number a chairman, a vice-chairman, and two other mem- | which is seriously objected to in many quarters. In connection 


bers. This provision will give an opportunity to guardians to 
avail themselves of the services of men who have not been 
elected by the popular vote, and whose experience of local 
government will enable them to render valuable aid at the 
deliberations of the board. That the intention of the Legislature 
is that this power should be used so as to secure the assistance 
of men of experience in local affairs is made clear by the pro- 
vision that on the first election three additional members are to 
be chosen as far as possible from persons who have been ex 
oficio or nominated guardians. The presence of such persons 
would be invaluable in cases where many of the newly-elected 
members were deficient in a knowledge of local government. 

The provisions of the Act as to the qualification of urban district 
councillors and the manner of electing them are applied to the 
London vestries and to the Local Board of Woolwich ; but, as in 
the cage of the application of other enactments by this Act, the 
words used do not seem to be quite adequate for the purpose, and 
one or two important matters seem to be left unprovided for— 
for instance, while ¢x officio chairmen of all vestries are in terms 
abolished, no sufficient provision appears to be made for the 
election of persons to fill that office; this is a matter which is 
not unlikely to give rise to some practical difficulty. Another 
difficulty may arise in connection with the proceedings at meet- 
ings of boards of guardians. These are now regulated by orders 
of the Local Government Board, whose powers in this respect are 
expressly retained by the Act. It is difficult to reconcile this 
saving clause with another clause which applies to guardians 
the provisions of the Public Health Act, 1875, relating to 
the proceedings of urban sanitary authorities. On the whole, 
however, the Act, so far as it relates to guardians and dis- 
trict councils, is framed with tolerable clearness. The diffi- 
culty, for the most part, lies rather in finding the clauses 
which bear upon this subject than in construing them when 
found. Considerable exception may justly be taken to the 
arrangement of these clauses. Part II. of the Act deals with 
“ Guardians and district councils,’ but the student who has 
mastered that part only is very far from being acquainted with 
all the provisions of the Act as to these bodies. Part IV. is 
headed ‘‘ Supplemental provisions,” and consists of thirty-six 
sections, some of which relate wholly to parish councils, some to 
district councils, some to guardians, while some apply to all 
three. To one who is not an “‘old parliamentary hand ” it does 
not seem that it would have been very difficult at some stage of 
the passing of the Bill through Parliament to rearrange the 
clauses in such a way as to make the headings of the different 
parts of the Act less misleading than they are at present. Had 
clauses dealing with the same subject-matter been brought into 
something like juxtaposition it would have been easier for the 
draftsman on the one hand to frame a harmonious, consistent 
piece of legislation, and for the practitioner on the other to 
avoid the mistakes which may so readily be made when the 
same subject is dealt with by clauses scattered here and there 
through the Act without any logical sequence. 

3. New powers of district councils—To the powers under the 
Public Health Acts, which will, of course, be exercised by a 
district council as sanitary authority, certain new powers are 
added by this Act. Of these by far the most important is that 
of the existing highway authorities. This transfer of powers 
may be postponed for three years in any particular county by 
the county council and may be still further postponed by the 
Local Government Board. Where such a postponement is not 
made, or where the period has expired, existing highway autho- 
rities—whether the parish surveyors of highways, or highway 








with their powers as highway authority it may be mentioned 
that district councils are expressly required to protect public 
rights of way, a provision which appears to be somewhat 
superfluous, for the protection of highways is already one of the 
duties of any highway authority. They are also empowered to 
assist persons in maintaining rights of common: if this latter 
power is frequently exercised it would seem likely to add largely 
to the number of claims to rights of common which will call 
for the decision of the courts. 

The other new powers which are given to district councils 
relate to the regulation of certain trades and other matters which 
are now in the hands of justices either in or out of sessions, 

It will be seen then that (apart from the highway powers) 
there is not much that is new in the powers which will be 
exercised by district councils under this Act. Any difficulty or 
danger that may result from its provisions as to these bodies 
or a3 to guardians is more likely to arise out of the serious 
alterations which it has effected in their constitution. It is 
certainly dangerous to place a considerable spending power in 
the hands of bodies who are not necessarily composed of, and 
not mainly elected by, those who will have to provide the funds 
for their expenditure; in short, the Act does not seem to provide 
a sufficient safeguard against extravagance. Whether such 
extravagances will occur and whether the rate-paying portion 
of the community will command sufficient influence on the 
spending bodies to control the tendency to make a free use of 
the ratepayers’ money, only experience of the working of the 
Act can shew; much will depend upon the choice of guardians 
and councillors at the first elections. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


LAND TRANSFER.—The Land Transfer Bill has been reintroduced 
by the Lord Chancellor and has been read a second time in the House 
of Lords. The Bill, which is entitled ‘‘ An Act to simplify titles and 
to facilitate the transfer of land in England,” is, according to the 
prefatory memorandum, ‘“‘ identical with the Bill of last session, ex- 
cept that a new clause (14) has been added for the purpose of 
enabling registered proprietors of land to give a simple and effectual 
form of security to bankers and others, without creating a registered 
charge or entering a caveat.” 

LIMITATION OF AcTIONS.—The Limitation of Actions Bill has 
passed through committee in the House of Lords. As it at present 
stands, it imposes a limitation of one year on actions for torts except 
in the case of trespass to land; and it reduces the limitation in 
actions for debt and breach of contract to three years, save in the 
case of debts under £5, when the specified period is one year. From 
the remarks made by the Lord Chancellor, however, in committee 
on the Bill it appears that the exception as to debts under £5 will 
probably be struck out, and, if the uniform period of three years for 
action of debt and breach of contract meets with opposition, the Bill 
will be confined to reducing the period of limitation in actions founded 
upon tort. 

PRocEDURE.—The Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Bill 
has passed through committee of the House of Lords, and has been 
reported with amendments. 

TRUSTEE Act, 1893.—The Trustee Act (1893) Amendment Bill, 
which has passed the House of Commons, has been read a second 
time in the House of Lords. 

EXAMINATION OF SoLicrrors.—The Solicitors’ Examination Bill has 
passed through committee in the House of Commons and has been 
read a third time. As already stated (ante, p. 358), the object of the 
Bill is to enable the Incorporated Law Society to make regulations for 
exempting from the whole or any part of the intermediate exami- 
nation persons who before entering into articles of clerkship obtain a 
university degree in law. 
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QUARTER SEssions.—The Bill for amending the law with respect 
to the time for holding the Midsummer Quarter Sessions has 
passed the House of Lords, and has been read a second time in the 


House of Commons. 


Buritpine Socteties.—-The Bill to amend the Building Societies 
Acts, introduced by Mr. HERBERT GLADSTONE, has been read a second 


time and referred to the Standing Committee on Law. 


BILLS PASSED INTO LAW.—On the 23rd inst. the Royal Assent was 


given to the Behring Sea Award Bill and the Army (Annual) Bill. 








REVIEWS. 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 


‘THE ANNOTATED Acts.” THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. WitH 
INTRODUCTION, NorEs, AND INDEX. By J. M. LELy and W. F. 
CrAIzEs, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell; Stevens & Sons. 


THE LocaAt GOVERNMENT Act, 1894. WitrnH Futt ExplANATORY 
Notes, AN INTRODUCTORY CHAPYER ON Local GOVERNMENT, AND 
AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE INCORPORATED ACTS AND THE 
REGULATIONS OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. By WALTER 
C. RybE, Barrister-at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 


THE Parisu Councits GuipE. BEING THE LOcAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 
1894, TOGETHER WITH AN INTRODUCTION AND EXPLANATORY 
Notes. By Harriey B. N. MOTHERSOLE, Barrister-at-Law. 
Jarrold & Sons. 


The plain man, living in a rural village ‘‘or within three miles 
thereof,” who may happen next November to be elected parish 
councillor, will assuredly need some guide to help him in the 
performance of his onerous and perplexing duties. If he should rely 
upon his own perusal, however conscientious, of the statute itself, he 
will quickly discover that a democratic Act of Parliament is as full 
of conundrums as a democratic newspaper. Nor would he gain much 
by turning for advice to the clerk of the council, who will usually 
possess no more legal knowledge than is required for the post of 
assistant overseer. Our plain man, therefore, will be bound to 
purchase a book, and he would not do badly with either of the three 
that have already been published. That by the joint editors of 
“The Annual Statutes’ is undoubtedly the one which alawyer would 
prefer for his own use, though perhaps not for recommending to a 
layman. It positively overflows with notes, which sometimes occupy 
half the page, and which supply abundant means for extending one’s 
studies over the general mass of legislation. It seems to us a model 
of legal editing—for lawyers; and it is only fair to add that it is 
published at an extremely low price. The second book on our list 
has other merits, which will probably commend it to laymen. Its 
author has before shewn that he possesses a practical acquaintance 
with the existing system of local government. His introduction is 
admirably clear; and he has done well to set out in an appendix 
some of the incorporated Acts. Indeed, the only criticism that can 
be suggested against his work is that he appears to ignore the 
difficulties of interpretation which loom so large on the pages of 
Messrs. Lely and Craies. Of the third book we need not say much. 
It does not possess the merits of either of the other works, either in 
knowledge of the subject or in power of exposition. It claims, 
indeed, only to be a ‘guide, and it is not likely to be quoted as an 
authority. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
ORIGINATING SUMMONSES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,-After the discussion and judgment in Re Holloway it is 
robable that some alteration will be made in the Rules of the 
upreme Court with regard to originating summonses. . 

ill you allow me to submit a simple scheme of arrangement to 
the stress of proféssional criticism, which the able writers in your 
journal can so easily furnish ? P : : 

The object is to disturb existing practice as little as possible, but 
so to classify originating proceedings that every one may see at 
a glance what particular kind of proceeding is applicable to his 
case. 

I must not take up your space with detail, but will merely give an 
outline. 

(a) All actions to be commenced by writ. Actions would then be 
divided into two divisions: (1) ordinary actions; (2) special actions. 

Special actions would again be divided into (a) actions where the 
writ is specially indorsed (ord. 3, r. 6); (d) action for trial (or hear- 
ing) without pleadings (order 18). ; : 

This sub-division (b) would include, firstly, actions of a commercial 
nature or for the construction of certain documents for trial in the 
Queen’s Bench Division (order 544, 1893); and secondly, actions for 
hearing in the Chancery Division (under order 55, rr. 3 and 5a), 
The writ would be. indorsed, ‘‘ Chambers,” and the proceedings in the 
Chancery Division would be precisely the same as they now are on 
the hearing of originating summonses. : 

(B) Proceedings in matters under ord. 55, r. 2, and various statutes, 
would be originated by originating summons in the form in use 
before November, 1893, supplemented by a ‘“‘not inter partes” 
summons. ; 

This scheme would, I submit, (1) remove the difficulties now 
caused by having two kinds of originating process bearing the same 
name (‘originating summons ”’) but differing essentially ; (2) would 
give the Queen’s Bench Division a simple and inexpensive method of 
trying commercial actions and omy of construction, and order 54 
might disappear ; and (3) would leave the useful practice in the Chan- 
cery Division untouched except to the extent of substituting a 
veritable ‘‘ writ ” for an originating process which is neither a writ 


nor &@ summons. ” 











THE NEW ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,— May I ask the expression of your opinion or of that of any of 
your correspondents as to the bearing of the proposed new estate 
duty on the interests of persons entitled in reversion or remainder in 
real properties to which they are now entitled under existing wills or 
settlements ? Pa 

For example, I would refer to the cases of a testator dying several 
years before the passing of Mr. Goschen’s Estate Duty Act, 52 Vict. c. 
7 (it may be twenty or thirty years since, and there are many 
cases), leaving real property, say, to a widow or some other person for 
life, and then to another person absolutely in remainder, and where 
the interest of the latter has not yet fallen into possession. No estate 
duty has hitherto attached. Will such last-mentioned interest be 
liable to the proposed new estate duty in addition to the succession 
duty to which the successor was already liable? In many cases the 
interest of the successor has been sold or mo , and in cases of 
sales the succession duty payable by the successor has been commuted 
and paid in anticipation. 

There are also ae where the successor has died since the panies 
of Mr. Goschen’s Act, 52 Vict. c. 7, leaving real property for life 
then to another or others absolutely. In some cases (where a widow 
was entitled for life) the existing estate duty of 1 per cent. has not 
been paid; in others it has been paid. How will the proposed new 
Estate Duty Act affect this class of cases? Dealings with the interest 
of persons so entitled in remainder have taken place in reliance on the 
existing duties, and if further duties are imposed on existing rever- 
sionary mej considerable hardship will accrue, and especially to 

urchasers and mortgagees. 
m I enclose a paper cutting explanatory of the Chancellor of the 
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until the Bill is issued. 


Exchequer’s proposal ; but perhaps I am premature in writing you 
until “the es Bill is print It may be as indefinite on the 
above points as the paper cutting enclosed, but the authorities at 
Somerset House will doubtless interpret its provisions for the benefit 
of the revenue as far as practicable. A SUBSCRIBER. 
April 21. 
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will be payable upon the capital value of all property which 
asses on the death of a person dying after the 3lst May, 
894. The existing probate and account duties, and the additional 


succession and estate duties under the Acts of 1888 and 1889 


will cease as respects the property which pays estate duty. So 
also will the succession duty on Thole. Property passing on death 
will include both real and personal property—(a) Over which the 
deceased had a disposing power; (2) Which was settled, and an 
interest in which accrues on the death to some other person; (c) Pro- 
perty which would be subject to account duty under the Acts of 1881 
and 1869 if those Acts were extended to real property and to settlements 
which are not voluntary. Of the property passing at death all which 
was at the deceased’s own disposition, or goes to his family, will be 
aggregated, and pay the graduated rate of duty in the schedule on 
the aggregate value. Settled property having paid estate duty will 
be exempt from further payment of that duty during the continuance 
of the settlement, but, in consideration of that exemption, will pay 
an additional estate duty of 1 per cent. But that additional duty 
is not to be paid where the only life interest is that of the deceased’s 
wife or husband. The estate duty on reai property will be paid by 
eight yearly instalments, with interest at 3 per cent. from the date 
of the delivery of the account. The value of the property is to be 
determined by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, subject to 
— to the High Court. The tenant for life who pays the duty 
will be able to charge the amount on the capital of the property. 
Settled money can be used in order to pay the estate duty on settled 
property. Estates under £1,000 having paid estate duty will be free 
from any charge for legacy or succession duty.—Eb. S. /.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
COULSON v. DESBOROUGH—No. 1, 20th April. 


Practicr—WItNEss CALLED BY JUDGE on TRIAL or Action—Ricut To 
CRros8-EX AMINE, 


This case raised the question whether, when a witness on the trial of an 
action is called by the judge, counsel is entitled to cross-examine. ‘The 
action was brought by the plaintiff against the defendant, the respondent 
on appeal, for malicious prosecution and false imprisonment, she having 
been given into custody by the defendant and prosecuted on a charge of 
theft, of which charge she was acquitted. At the trial of the action the 
jury expreseed a wish that the son of the respondent, to whom at the time 
of the charge the plaintiff was engaged to be married, should be called. 
Neither side, however, — him into the box, Bruce, J., himself called 

as a witness and examined him, his evidence being, however, 
immaterial to the issues in the case. Counsel for the plaintiff thereupon 
applied to cross-examine, but this course the judge refused to allow. ‘The 
learned judge having entered judgment for the defendant on certain 
findings of the jury, the plaintiff applied to the Court of Appeal for a 
new trial. It was contended by counsel for the plaintiff that the learned 
judge was not entitled to call a witness who was not called by either of 
the parties; if he could call one, he might call any number, with the result 
that the whole of the evidence for one side might be called by the judge. But 
if a witness could be so called, counsel, at any rate for the side against which 
his evidence made, should be entitled to cross-examine, and the learned judge 
was bound to allow him to do so. In the present case the evidence, 
whether material or not to the technical issues, might have prejudiced the 
jury, more especially as they had desired to have it, and if there was a 
reasonable probability that a miscarriage of justice had resulted, the 
plaintiff was entitled to a new trial. 

Tus Covrr (Lord Esuer, M.R, and A. L. Surru and Davey, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the application. 

Lord Esner, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said that it was the 
undoubted right of the judge to call a witness who was not-called by the 
parties ; it had been done frequently, and, when a witness was called in 
that way, uplees either counsel were allowed to examine him in chief, 
neither had the right to cross-examine unless the judge in the exercise of 
his discretion thought fit to allow it to be done. But when something 
material to the issue was said by a witness under such circumstances, it 
was, in his opinion, the invariable rule that the judge disallow cross- 
examination, but only as to such answers as were material, and not a fish- 
ing cross-examination. In the present case the witness’s evidence was 
wholly immaterial, and the judge was right in declining to allow the 
plaintiff’s counsel to cross-examine. 

A. L. Ssarn and Davey, L.JJ., concurred, Davey, L.J., remarking 
that the rule thut the judge could call a witness, and that, if he did so, 
counsel had no right to cross-examine, was undoubted ; but that, if the 
witnees did give evidence affecting either party, that party should be 
allowed to test his evidence.—Counset, Warburton; Candy, Q.0., and 
Calvert. Soxicrrons, W. H. Armstrong ; G. R. Harrison. 

[Reported by J. P. Metxor, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SMITH v. HANCOCK—No. 2, 23rd April. 
Restramnt or Traps — Covenant sy Vendor or Bvsiness “nor To 





CARKY ON OR BE IN ANYWISE INTERESTED IN” Srumtar Busjness — * 


Busrtness Cagrrgp oN ny VeENDOR’s Wire Trapinc wirn Separate 
EstateE—Breacu. 


This was an ap’ by the plaintiff from the judgment of Kekewich, J. 
The defendant, T. P. Hancock, had for some years prior to March, 1886, 
carried on the business of a grocer, provision dealer, and baker in two 
shops, in Heathcote-street and Market-street, at Kidsgrove, Staffordshire, 
under the style of ‘*T. P. Hancock.’’ In this business the defendant was 
assisted by his wife and her nephew, John Kerr. In March, 1886, the 
defendant sold the premises and goodwill of the Heathcote-street business 
to the plaintiff for £2,000, and by an agreement, dated the 3lst of March, 
1886, covenanted ‘‘not to carry on or be in anywise interested in the 
business of a wholesale or retail grocer and provision dealer and 

ker, or any of them,” within a distance of five miles from the 
Heathcote-street premises during a period of ten years. In 1893 
the defendant’s wife, who was possessed of some separate estate, 
became desirous of setting up her nephew in a grocery business. Her 
separate estate consisted of a sum of £110, which she had, with her 
husband’s approval, saved for herself out of housekeeping moneys, and a 
sum of £90 in cash. With these sums, amounting to £200, she bought 
and stocked a grocer’s shop about 200 yards distant from the plaintiff's 
shop. The business thus started was carried on in the name of ‘‘ Mrs. 
T. P. Hancock,’’ and was conducted by Kerr, with the occasional assis- 
tance, on Saturdays, of Mrs. Hancock. For the purposes of the business, 
Mrs. Hancock opened a banking account in the name of ‘‘ Agnes Han- 
cock,”’ and goods were paid for by cheques drawn on this account by 
Kerr. The Jease of the premises was also taken in the name of Agnes 
Hancock. Kerr accounted to Mrs. Hancock for the receipts of the 
business and received wages and a sbare of the profits. The defendant 
did not concern himself in the business, but when it was being started he 
rendered certain assistance to his wife. He negotiated for the granting of 
the lease. As his wife was disabled by rheumatism from writing he drew 
up with his own hand a circular containing the following expressions :— 
‘* New grocery and provision establishment, Kidsgrove.—Mrs. T. P. Han- 
cock has opened the above shop with a new and well-selected stock of 
groceries and provisions, and will be pleased to see all old and new 
friends. Mrs. T. P. H. intends selling at prices that cannot be beaten in 
or out of the Potteries.’’? Then followed a list of teas and prices, and 
among them ‘‘ Mrs. Hancock’s well-known mixture.”” At the foot of the 
circular were the words; ‘‘Note the address—Mrs. T. P. Hancock, 
Market-street, Kidsgrove (opposite Dickinson’s, draper).”” The defendant 
assisted in distributing this circular; and he also introduced Kerr to 
certain wholesale dealers in Liverpool and Manchester. The defendant 
and his wife lived together and had nochildren. Under these circum- 
stances the plaintiff claimed an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
carrying on or being in anywise interested in the businesses of a wholesale 
or retail grocer and provision dealer and baker, or any of them, within the 
distance and during the period stipulated for by the agreement of the 31st 
of March, 1886. Kekewich, J., held that there had been no breach of the 
agreement and refused the injunction. The plaintiff appealed. The 
appeal was heard on the 19th of March and the 9th of April. 

April 23.—Tue Courr (Linpiey and A. L. Surru, L.JJ., Kay, L.J., 
dissenting) delivered judgment dismissing the ap without costs. 

Linviey, L.J., after stating the agreement, said :—The agreement, like 
every other agreement, must be construed with reference to the subject- 
matter to which it relates, and so as to give effect to, and not to defeat, 
the object to attain which the agreement was entered into. This object 
is plain enough ; it was to secure the plaintiff from the competition of the 
defendant. But, although this is the object, it is not in accordance with 
sound legal principle to give to the language of the agreement a wider 
interpretation than that language properly bears. The duty of the court 
is confined to enforcing the agreement entered into, and it is not permis- 
sible to extend it so as to make the defendant responsible either for the con- 
duct of other people besides himself or for conduct which does not amount to 
carrying on or being in any way interested in one of the prohibited businesses. 
These principles are elementary, and their application to such cases as the 
present is well exemplified by the case of Lake v. Bird (1 H. & M. 111, 338). 
[His lordship then enumerated the defendant’s acts complained of, and 

roceeded :—] Now it cannot be denied that this proceeding is calculated 
to injure the plaintiff, and no one can be surprised at his being greatly 
annoyed by it. If the evidence admitted of the conclusion that what was 
being done was a mere cloak or sham, and that in truth the business was 
being carried on by the wife and Kerr for the defendant, or by the defend- 
ant through his wife for Kerr, I certainly should not hesitate to draw that 
conclusion, and to grant the plaintiff relief accordingly. But I find it 
impossible to avoid the conclusion that the business is being carried on by 
the wife primarily for Kerr, and, perhaps, to some extent, for herself. 
But, there being at present little or no profit, she has not yet got any 
money out of the business for herself. This being the state of the case, I 
am unable to hold that the defendant has done, or is doing, or is 
threatening or intending to do, what he agreed not to do. The utmost 
that can be said is that he has assisted his wife and Kerr to do what he 
agreed not to do himself. No honourable man would have done that, 
and no honourable man would, if he could help it, allow his wife to do 
what she has done and is doing. But, as a matter of law, I cannot say 
that the defendant is breaking his ment. In Lake v. Bird it was held 
that to help a man to carry on business by lending him money without 
security was not a breach of a covenant ‘‘not to carry on or be engaged 
in the business or any matter or thing whatsoever in any wise 
relating thereto.’’ So here, to help Kerr to carry on business by intro- 
ducing him to persons who would furnish him with goods on credit, and 
by further assisting him through Mrs. Hancock, cannot, without straining 
the words of the detendant’s agreement, be held to be a breach of that 
agreement, A married woman with separate estate has a right to carry 
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on business in her own name—i.¢., in the name of her husband, with the 
refix ‘‘ Mrs.,”” and I am not aware that he can prevent her from so doing 
by any legal . Even if hecan he is under no legal ion to 
do so, unless fe has imposed such an obligation on himself by some contract. 
An agreement by a husband not to do a thing does not o' him to pre- 
vent his wife from doing that same thing if she has a right to do it inde- 
pendently of him. Whether the defendant in this case could or could not 
prevent his wife from aseisting her nephew Kerr I do not know. The 
defendant does not say that he has endeavoured to do so and has failed. 
But, supposing he could do so, he has not agreed to do so, nor to try to do 
so, and the court cannot itself impose any such obligation upon him. It 
is urged that, even if the defendant is not carrying on the business, he is 
in some way ‘‘interested’’ in it, that he is interesting himself in it, and 
that he can be restrained, and ought to be restrained, from so doing. As 
the defendant and his wife are living together, I have no doubt that he is 
interested in her, and perhaps also in her nephew Kerr. Further, if the 
wife gets any profit out of the business she may very likely make use of it 
in adding to her husband’s comforts. But I cannot say that he isin any 
way ‘‘ interested ’’ in the business, which she has started and is carrying on 
for Kerr. What interest has he in that business? Certainly no pecuniary 
interest. His only interest is that indirect interest which every man has 
in the happiness and welfare of his wife. But to have such an interest as 
this is no breach of the defendant’s agreement. When a person sellsa 
business and agrees not to carry on, or be in any way interested in, any 
similar business, the word ‘‘ interested ’’ is used to prevent him, not only 
from carrying it on, but also from having any proprietary or pecuniary 
interest in it. An injunction to restrain the defendant from carrying on, 
or being in any way interested in, the business would not be broken if the 
defendant were to repeat what he has done for Kerr, and is doing, by 
living with his wife without trying to stop what she is doing. I have 
reluctantly come to the conclusion that the plaintiff is not entitled to an 
injunction in this case, and his appeal must be dismissed, but, under the 
circumstances, not with costs. This case is one of general importance. 
Conveyancers will have to exercise their ingenuity in devising some method 
of stopping a wife with separate estate from carrying on @ business in 
rivalry with a purchaser of a similar business from her husband. The 
agreement entered into in this case, to which the wife is not a party, does 
not cover such conduct, nor do the common forms at present in use. The 
old doctrine that the husband and wife are one person is inapplicable ; 
they are not one with reference to her separate estate ; his cbligations are 
not hers, nor are hers his. 

Kay, L.J., dissented. He said: The object of this agreement was 
obviously to secure to the purchaser the goodwill free from interference 
by the vendor. For this purpose the vendor not to carry on or be 
in anywise interested in a similar business. If he did he would attract 
some of the old customers, and draw them away from the purchaser. It 
seems to me clear that it is not confined to a pecuniary interest. If he 
carried on, or was in anywise interested in, a hke business which drew 
away the old customers from the purchaser or otherwise diminished his 
receipts, though he took no pecuniary benefit from that business, the 
injury to the purchaser would be the same. Then ‘carry on” does not 
mean ‘‘ exclusively’’ carry on, or even ‘‘principally.”” If he became 
partner with other persons, even a dormant partner, or if he contributed 
capital to aid a like business, or became manager, I should think he 
would have broken this agreement. So any active assistance in the 
business, particularly any such as was intended and calculated to attract 
his former customers and to take them away from the purchaser, 
would, in my opinion, be a “‘ carrying on’’ within the meaning of those 
words as used in this agreement. I am also of opinion that being 
‘interested in’? means something short of “‘ carrying on,’? and when 
coupled with the words ‘‘in anywise’’ a very large meaning should be 
given to those words in furtherance of what seems to me the obvious 
intention. [His lordship then stated the circumstances atten the 
starting of the business, and read the circular. He then proceeded :—] 
T. P. Hancock is the defendant’s name. In that name his former business 
was carried on. The announcement that the new business is carried on 
in that name, with only the prefix ‘‘ Mrs.,’’ the reference to old friends, 
meaning customers in the former business, the mention of Mrs. Hancock’s 
well-known mixture of tea, which refers to a tea sold by the defendant in 
his former business under that name, as she admits, shew plainly that the 


derogute 
his own grant. For example, if a man sells a house with windows 
in it looking over his adjoining he cannot afterwards build upon that 


ne land so as to obscure such windows. Palmer v. Fletcher (1 Lev. 
122), which is one of the leading authorities on that law, was decided in 
the King’s Bench in 1662, heme It was formerly approved by 
Lord Holt in Tenant v. Goldwin (2 Raymond, 1093), and is ‘con- 
stantly cited at this day as undoubted law. If a man sells the good- 
will of a business I have never been able to understand why the samo 
principle should not apply. It is an anomaly by no means creditable to 
the law that there is an exception to the rule in that case, and it is 
therefore necessary to obtain an express contract from the vendor not to 
carry on a like trade. But, when there is such a contract, I am inclined 
to construe it as much as can fairly be done in favour of the intention to 
a any derogation from the value of the thing sold. I think that an 
njunction ought to be granted against the defendant in the words of the 
agreement which I have read to restrain him, his servants and agents, from 
carrying on, or being in anywise interested in, the business set up in the 
name of his wife, or any similar business, during the ten years mentioned 
in the agreement, within five miles from the premises in Heathcote-street, 
and that the defendant should be ordered to pay the costs here and below. 
A. L. Surrn, L.J., read a judgment with that of Lindley. 
L.J.—Counssi, Warmington, Q.C., and A. D. Tyssen ; Renshaw, Q.C., and 
Brinton. Soutscrrors, in, Orgill, ¢ Cronin, for Llewellyn § Ackrill, 
Tunstall ; Chester § Co., for EB. A. Paine, Hanley. 
[Reported by Anwoip Grover, Barrister-at-Law. } 


IVES v. WILLANS—No. 2, 24th April. 


ArnirraTion—Srayine Procerprncs—“ Srer 1x Procerprines ’’— Arnirra- 
tion Act, 1889, s. 4. 


Appeal from an order of Kekewich, J. On the 22nd of July, 1889, the 
defendant, Willans, entered into a contract with the Liverpool Overhead 
Railway Co. for the construction of an overhead railway. By this contract 
any dispute arising between the out of the subject-matter of the 
contract was to be referred to decided by the company’s engineers. 
On the 24th of August, 1889, the defendant entered into a sub-contract 
with the plaintiffs, Ives & Barker, for the erection by them of the iron- 
work of the railway. By the terms of the sub-contract the arbitration 
clause in the principal contract was to be treated as applicable to the sub- 
contract. On the lst of July, 1893, the plaintiffs issued the writ in this 
action claiming specific performance of the sub-contract and damages. 
The defendant ap) and gave the plaintiffs notice in writing, under 
ord. 20, r. 14, req a statement of claim to be delivered. On the 20th 
of July, 1893, the defendant took out a summons under the Arbitration 
Act, 1889, s. 4, to stay all further p , on the ground that the 


matters in difference to be referred to arbitration. On 
the 3rd of November Kexewich, J., decided that the notice given by the 
defendant was not ‘‘a step in the proceedings’’ within on 4 of the 


Arbitration Act, and that he was not, ‘ore, precluded from moving 
for a reference to arbitrators, and made an order staying all apres a 
in the action except as to certain claims outside the contract and the sub- 
mission to arbitration. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Tur Court (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Kay, L.JJ.) dismissed the ——. 
Linptey, L.J.—This is an appeal by the plaintiffs against an made 
under the Arbitration Act, 1889, s. 4, Their grounds for opposing the 
order are (1) that the defendant is too late, having taken a step in the 
action by requiring a statement of claim, (2) that the engineers are 
not fit arbitrators, and (3) that as all the matters in dispute cannot be 
referred, no part of them ought to be referred. Now, on the first point, 
section 4 provides that “if any party to a submission . . . com- 
mences any legal proceedings . . . any other party to the 
submission . . . in respect of any matter agreed to be referred, any 
py to such legal proceedings may at any time after appearance and 

fore delivering any pleadings or taking any other steps in the proceed- 
ings, apply to the court to stay the prodeedings, and that the court, if 
satisfied there is no sufficient reason why the matter should not be 
referred may make an order. .’ It is obvious, there, that 


object and intention of the defendant was to obtain for this business, 
which he assisted his wife to set up, some of the goodwill which he had 
sold to the defendant. After the new shop was opened the defendant per- 
sonally distributed this circular to various persons. He admits that he 
did so to the extent of some twenty copies, and thus he rendered active 
assistance in carrying on the new business. Besides this, he took Kerr to 
Liverpool and Manchester and introduced him there to four wholesale 
dealers who had supplied the defendant in his former business, and he 
induced them to supply the wife’s business in the same way. He nego- 
tiated the lease of the new shop to Mrs. Hancock. He introduced her and 
Kerr to the lawyers who drew the lease. He went to a bank, and there 
opened an account in his wife’s name to which the receipts of this business 
were paid. His wife and he are living together, and any profits she may 
receive he will have the benefit of while that continues. Suppose that he 
should in future repeat these and similar acts, could it be said that he was not 
‘carrying on”’ or was not ‘‘ in anywise interested in’’ this business. In my 
opinion it could not. I think that what he has done has been a breach of the 
agreement in both its branches. He has been assisting in carrying on this 
business, and it seems to me impossible to say that he is not “‘ in anywise 
interested in’’ it. It is not necessary, but I do not think it would be 
improper, to construe the words “‘in an interested’’ as 


ywise meaning the 
shall not in anywise actively interest himeelf in the business so as to | under section 4, and that therefore, as all the claims cannot 
jaterfere with the goodwill which he has sold. What the defendant hag | none should be referred, and reliance is L 


the step referred to is one which must be taken by the applicant himself, 
in order to prevent him from staying proceedings. The question is, there- 
fore, narrowed down to this. Is the request by one party to another to 
take a step in the action itself a step? I cannot say it is, and I do not 
think it would be good sense if we held the contrary. The defendant did 
not know from the writ the precise nature of the breaches com- 
plained of, and until he did know he could’ not tell whether it 
was a case for reference or not. 
below was right in holding that “‘a step some application to the 
court or act in the court. On the second t, with regard to the fitness 
of the engineers to act as arbitrators, plaintiffs have submitted to 
have any disputes which may arise between themselves and the defendant, 
disputes which will practically be between themselves and the engineers, 
submitted to the engineers. For this the keenness of competition and the 
fact that the plaintiffs had confidence in the engineers’ integrity account. 
At all events, the plaintiffs have agreed to this, kno well what the cir- 
cumstances were, and in order to shew that the 

persons to act as arbitrators they must prove 

which there is no evidence here. The Canes is that there are certain 
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43 Ch. D. 180. But there the matters which were not agreed to be 
referred were the principal matters, and the matters not so agreed were 
minor ones, while here those conditions are reversed. ‘The decision of the 
learned judge of the court below must therefore be affirmed. 

Lorgs and Kay, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnset, Warmington, Q.C., and 
Bramwell Davis ; Renshaw, Q.C., and A. F. Peterson. Soxicrrors, James 
Kirkley, for Davidson § Barker, South Shields; Addleshaw, Warburton, § 
Renan, for Addleshaw § Warburton, Manchester. 

[Reported by C. F. Duncay, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL AND THE LONDON STREET TRAMWAYS 
CO.’8 ARBITRATION—No. 2, 12th April. 


Tramway Company—Satz To Locat AvTHoRITY—PRINCIPLE OF VALUATION 
—‘* Vaturg Exciustvgz or ANY ALLOWANCE FOR PAST OR FUTURE Prorits ”’ 
—Lonpon Street Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. cLxxt.), 8. 44. 


A l by the London County Council from the judgment of the 
Divisional Court (Mathew and Collins, JJ.), reported ante, p. 219. The 
London County Council (as successors of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works) had given to the London Street Tramways Co. notice requiring 
that company to sell tothe London County Council their ‘‘ undertaking,”’ 
under the provisions of section 44 of the London Street Tramways Com- 
pany’s Special Act of 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. clxxi.) The parties were 
unable to agree as to the principle upon which the tramway company’s 
tramways were to be valued for the purpose of ascertaining the price to be 
paid by the council, and the determination of this question had been 
referred to Sir Frederick Bramwell as referee. The question raised by this 
appeal was whether tbe referee was right in point of law in holding that 
the value was to be ascertained by treating it as being the cost of 
construction of the tramway (less depreciation for wear and tear), and not 
by ascertaining what the annual rental of the tramway would be if let for 
user and then capitalizing at so many years purchase the annual rental 
so ascertained. The London County Council contended that the value 
was to be ascertained according to the principle adopted by the referee ; 
the tramways company contended that the other principle was the right 
one. The Divisional Court (Mathew and Collins, JJ.), held that the 
principle contended for by the tramways company was the right one, and 

e an order remitting back the award to the referee. The London 
County Council appealed. Section 44 of the London Street Tramways 
Special Act of 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. clxxi.), so far as material, 
is as follows: ‘‘The Metropolitan Board of Works’? (now the 
London County Council) ‘‘may within six months after a period of 
twenty-one years from the passing of this Act by notice in 
writing require the company to sell, and thereupon the company shall sell 
to them their undertaking upon terms of paying the then value (exclu- 
sive of any allowance for past or future profits of the undertaking, or any 
compensation for compulsory sale or other consideration whatsoever) of 
the tramway, and all lands, buildings, works, materials, and plant of the 
company suitable to and used by them for the purposes of their under- 
taking, such value to be in case of difference determined -by an engineer 
or other fit person nominated as referee by the Board of Trade . . . 
and when any such sale has been made, all the rights,. powers, and 
authorities of the company in respect of the undertaking sold . . . 
shall be transferred to, vested in, and may be exercised by the Metropoli- 
tan Board of Works in like manner as if that board had been authorized 
by this Act to construct the tramway, and had been named in this Act 
instead of the company.”’ 

Tue Court (Linpiey, Kay, and A. L. Smrrn, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 
INDLEY, L.J., in delivering judgment, said: The substance of section 
44 is as follows:—(1) The London County Council is entitled (in the events 
— in the section) to require the tramway company to sell to them 

ir undertaking. (2) The sum to be paid is the value, at the date of the 
notice referred to in the section, of the tramway and other property men- 
tioned in the section. (3) But no allowance is to be made for past or 
future profits of the undertaking nor for compulsory sale nor for any other 
consideration. (4) When the sale has been made the London County 
Council will have the same right to work the undertaking as the tramway 
company had before. The short effect of this is that the value of the 
tramway and other property at the date of the notice is to be ascertained 
as between a buyer and a seller, but no allowance is to be made for good- 
will, compulsory sale, severance, injury to other property of the vendors 
not sold, nor for anything whatever beyond the value of the tramway 
and other property which is to be paid for. So far the matter is 
plein. But the real difficulty now arises. How is the tramway to be 
valued? The first thing to ascertain is the meaning of “‘ the tramway.’’ 
It is not the undertaking; it does not include the statutory power of 
se ae 4 an existing way, nor of making other lines of rails authorized 
to made, but not made at the date of the notice, nor does ‘‘ tramway ”’ 
include the business of the tramway company. ‘‘ Tramway” means, in 
my opinion, the line of rails which the company were empowered to make 
and maintain, and which the company had laid down at the date of the 
notice. The next thing to ascertain is, What is the value of the tramway 
in this sense? My answer is, What any one would give for it. But how 
is this to be ascertained? The vendors have only a right of user 
(section 20), they have no land to sell; they have only an easement so far 
as the land is concerned, but they thave an exclusive right to use the tram- 
way (section 29) and to grant licences to other persons to use it (section 37). 
These rights will be enjoyed by the purchasers, and these rights must be 
borne in mind in ascertaining the value of the tramway. These rights 
exclude any valuation of the tramway as so much old iron to be broken up 
and removed. The tramway must be valued as an existing tramway, 
used as such by the vendors before the sale, by the purchasers after the 
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sale. But are the purchasers to pay for the right of user? The right of 
user clearly adds to the value of the tramway ; if it were not for the right 
of user the value of the tramway would be only the value of so much old 
iron. The right of user cannot, then, be ignored, and be wholly dis- 
regarded. Apart from the direction that no allowance is to be made 
in respect of past or future profits of the undertaking, there would 
be no difficulty. The tramway would be valued as something 
yielding profit; the rails and the goodwill—i.e., the profit to be 
expected from their use—would both be valued, and the value 
thus ascertained would be the value of the tramway. But then 
no allowance is to be made for profit, and the problem is thus 
reduced to the question. What is the value of the tramway to a pur- 
chaser entitled to use it, but who is not to be charged anything in the 
shape of an allowance of past or future profit of the undertaking? The 
arbitrator has answered this question by saying that the value is what it 
would cost the purchaser to lay down the tramway. After much con- 
sideration I have come to the conclusion that he is right. Excluding the 
value of old iron on the one side and all allowance in respect of past or 
future profit of the undertaking on the other, there appears to me nothing 
left except to say that the present value is either what the tramway cost 
to make, less some deduction for depreciation for wear and tear, or what 
it would cost the purchasers to make if they had to make it themselves. 
Cost price is well known to be no criterion of the value of an outlay on 
land. What the result of the outlay will fetch if sold is often much more 
and often much less than the outlay which has produced it, and the 
arbitrator was quite justified in not adopting this mode of valuation. 
There remains only the other, which has been adopted. He has adopted 
it because he finds it impossible to value the tramway by ascertaining what 
it would let for, without taking into account and indirectly making allow- 
ance for past or future profits of the undertaking, which the statute directs 
him to exclude. It was urged with much force by the counsel for the 
tramway company, that to take profit into consideration in order to ascer- 
tain the value of property is one thing, to make an allowance for profit in 
addition to such value isa totally different thing; and that whilst the 
statute prohibits any such allowance or addition, it is quite silent as to 
the mode of valuing the property which is to be valued and paid for. It 
was urged that to construe the words which state what allowances are to 
be excluded as directing that no regard is to be had to the fact that the 
tramway company are selling property of great value for use at the time 
of sale is to put a forced and unnatural construction on those words and 
to lose sight of what is the key to the whole section—viz., that the county 
council are to buy the undertaking and to pay for the value of the 
corporeal property which they take over, but are to pay nothing more. 
This argument very much impressed me. But, having carefully considered 
it, I have come to the conclusion that to give effect to it will be in- 
directly to make the county council pay for the use of the tramways 
and to make them pay something for past or future profit which the 
Act, in my opinion, did not contemplate. The arbitrator says 
distinctly that this is the reason why, after admitting evidence of 
what rent could be obtained from a tenant, he ultimately felt unable to 
act upon such evidence in making his award. The evidence thus admitted, 
but not acted upon, was based on the profit which could be made by a 
purchaser of the tramway. But this mode of valuation is, in my opinion, 
only admissible in cases where an allowance for such profit can properly be 
made by the vendor, and not in a case where such an allowance is 
excluded. The crucial point is whether the county council, buying the 
undertaking under section 44, are to pay for the right to use the tram- 
way when they have acquired it. In my opinion they are not to pay for 
this right, although, as I have already pointed out, its existence cannot be 
wholly ignored. There is no injustice in this conclusion, because the 
tramway company paid nothing for the acquisition of their right to use 
the public streets when they laid down their tramways. The conclusion 
at which I have thus arrived is, I think, confirmed by sections 42 and 43, 
which relate to what is to be done if the tramway company cease to use their 
tramways or become insolvent. In that case the tramways may be removed 
atthe expense of the company withoutany a Say unless their powers 
are purchased by the county council under section 44. In the cases provided 
for by sections 42 and 43 any valuation based on profit cannot, I think, 
have been contemplated by the Legislature. The case appears to me one 
of great difficulty, far more difficult than the Kirkleatham case (1893, 
A. ©. 444), which was so different from the one before us that it is 
really of little or no use as a guide for the interpretation of the statute 
with which we have to deal on the present occasion. The result arrived at 
is, however, the same in both cases, viz., that the purchasers are not to 
pay for the profit which they may make by the use of what they buy, and 
are not to compensate the vendors for their loss of profit. This, in my 
judgment, is the key to the problem which we have to solve. I agree, 
therefore, with the conclusion arrived at in Scotland in the Edinburgh 
Tramways case, and am unable to adopt the view taken by the Divisional 
Court in the present case, and by the Lord President (who differed from 
his colleagues) in the Scotch case. 

Kay and A. L. Sarra, L.JJ., concurred.—Counse., Finlay, Q.C., and 
G. M. Freeman; Sir R. Webster, Q.C., Cripps, Q.C., and Sutton. 
Soxicrtors, W. A. Blaxland ; Ashurst Morris, Crispe, § Co. 

{Reported by M. J. Buaxr, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Divisicn. 
HARVEY v. HART—Stirling, J., 19th April. 


GamiInc—AGREEMENT FOR PARTNERSHIP IN Betrine TRANSACTIONS—ACCOUNT 
—8 & 9 Vicr. c. 109, s. 18—Gamine Act, 1892 (55 Vicr. c. 9), 5. 1. 


The plaintiff and defendant in this action entered into an agreement, 
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dated the 9th of October, 1893, whereby it was.agreed that the plaintiff 
should contribute certain moneys which the defendant was to employ in 
betting on horse races, and that the profits should be divided between them 
in certain proportions. The partnership so constituted came to an end in 
November, 1893. Shortly afterwards the plaintiff issued the writ in this 
action, claiming the payment of certain moneys which he alleged were in 
the hands of the defendant as his agent under the agreement. This wasa 
summons by the plaintiff asking for an account of all moneys received 
and payments made by the defendant under the agreement. e plaintiff 
relied on Bridger v. Savage (33 W. R. 891, 15 Q. B. D. 363) and De Mattos 
v. Benjamin (42 W. R. 284), and contended that the agreement of the 9th 
of October, 1893, was simply a contract of principal and agent, and not 
a gambling contract within the Gaming Acts. Counsel for the defendant 
contended that in the cases relied upon by the plaintiff the action was 
for money had and received, and not upon contract; that the contract in 
the present case was absolutely void, and that the plaintiff was not entitled 
to any relief in respect of it. He referred to Higginson v. Simpson (25 
W. R. 303, 2 C. P. D. 76). By section 18 of 8 = 9 Vict. vin writing, 
enacted ‘‘ that all contracts or agreements, whether by or 7 
by way of gaming or wagering shall be null and be ge that no suit 
shall be brought or maintained in any court of law or equity for recovering 
any sum of money or valuable thing alleged to be won on any , or 
which shall have been deposited in the hands of any to abide the 
event on which any wager shall have been made.’’ Section 1 of the 
Gaming Act, 1892, is as follows: ‘‘ Any promise, express or implied, to 
pay any person any sum of money paid by him under or in of any 
contract or agreement rendered null and void by the Act 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
109, or to pay any sum of money by way of commission, fee, reward, or 
otherwise in respect of any such contract, or of any services in rela- 
tion thereto or in connection therewith. shall be null and void, and 
no action shall be brought or maintained to recover any such sum of 
money.’’ 

Srraunc, J., after stating the facts, said that the case of Bridger v. 
Savage was decided upon the earlier Act (8 & 9 Vict. c. 109), and it seemed 
to him that the judgments of the Court of Appeal in that case were 
directly in point. Bowen, L.J., said that the contract under which the 
defendant received the money for his principal was not affected by the 
collateral contract under which the money was paid to him. There was 
another decision of the Court of Appealin Read v. Anderson (32 W.R. 950, 
13 Q. B. D. 779), where it was held that the employment of an agent to 
make a bet in his own name on behalf of his princi might imply an 
authority to pay the bet if lost, and that on the g of the bet that 
authority might become irrevocable. Then came the Act of 1892, which 
no doubt rendered impossible such an action as Read v. Anderson. But 
had the Act any reference to such a case as the present? That b ager 
was decided by De Mattos v. Benjamin, where Lord Coleridge, C.J., said : 
‘“‘Tt (the Gaming Act, 1892) makes illegal all parts of the transaction 
included in its scope, including the act of a person who, as a commission 
agent, effectsan illegal contract. . But it does not enable a person 
who has received money on behalf of another to retain it for his own use.’’ 
It seemed to his lordship that the present case was indi ble from 
De Mattos v. Benjamin, if the plaintiff could prove that there was a lus 
payable to him. He could not prove this now, but he asserted that if an 
account were properly taken something would be found due to him. The 
account demanded by the plaintiff was merely a matter of machinery, and 
there was no difference in substance between the cases. Higginson v. 
Simpson was entirely distinct, because there the agreement itself was in the 
nature of a bet, and therefore void, whereas in the present case the 
contemplated by the agreement was, to use the words of Bowen, L.J., 
merely collateral to the agreement.—CotnseL, Bramwell Davis ; Edgar M. 
Robertson and W. H. Stevenson. Soxtcrrors, Riddell, Vaizey, § Smith ; Law 
§ Worssam, for Rk. H. Buckby, Leicester. 


[Reported by Arnotp Grover, Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
DAYKIN v. PARKER AND OTHERS (JUSTICES) AND FARNDALE—17th 
April. 

Licence—RenewAL—GeneraL ANNUAL LicensInc Mgertinc—No Norice or 
Oppostrion— Licenstne Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 42—Laicensine 

Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 49), s. 26. 


Case stated by the court of quarter sessions for the county of War- 
wick. The appellant sought to have his licence of a public-house 


renewed. There was no notice of an intention to op the re- 
newal, but at the annual licensing meeting of the jus , held on 
the 24th of August, 1893, the chief constable in court, ‘I 


object to the renewal’’; and the justices, acting under section 42 
of the Licensing Act of 1872, adjourned the hearing till the 2lst 
of September. Meanwhile notice was given to the appellant by the clerk 
to the justices, requiring him to attend at the adjourned meeting ; and the 
chief constable sent the appellant a notice of his objection and the 
grounds of it. On the 2lst of September the appellant appeared before 
a ey by — and the licence was refused. No objection was 

en taken to the proceedings at the annual licensing meeting. The 
appellant appealed to the court of quarter sessions on the und that 
no valid objection to the renewal been made on the 24th of August 
by the ehief constable. The court of quarter sessions held that the chief 
constable should have stated the grounds of his objection at the annual 


the justices (respondents) that section 26 of the Act of 1874 only 

to the written notice, which was sent 

section 42 of the Act of 1872 does not 16% -}- of —- 
be stated in court: Reg. v. Farquhar @ Q. B. ye maga nd 
Q. B. D. 502), Reg. v. Justices of Redditch (50 J. P. 246), Whiffen v. Jus 

of Malling (1892, 1 Q. B. 362). the 
section 26 of the Act of 1874 and section 42 of the Act of 1872 must be 
read together, and that they shew that the justices, before adjourning, 
must be aware of the nature of the objection. He relied on Reg. 

of Merthyr Tydfil (as reported in 54 L. J. M. C. 78 > * 

Tus Court (Cuantes and Bruce, JJ.) made the rule absolute. The Legis- 
lature had not cut down the discretion of the justices by section 26 of the 
Act of 1874, and it was for them to say 
for adjourning. The notice sent by the chief constable was in 
if ni at all, with section 26 of the Act of 1874. mae ustices of 
Merthyr Tydfil only decided that an objection made e in 
private was not a sufficient objection.—Counset, Poland, Q.C., and Russell 
Griffiths ; Alfred Young. Soxscrrons, Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, § Barham, 
for C. A. Carter, Birmingham ; Steadman, Van Praagh, Sims, § Co. 

(Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law. } 


UNITED ALKALI CO. v. SIMPSON—23rd April. 


Hanzovurs Act, 1814 (54 Garo. 3, c. 159), s. 11—Driscuarcr or Russisx 
on Snore or NavicAste Rrver—Tagnpency To Injurze orn Onstruct 


Navication—“‘ ANY OTHER PERSON WHATSORVER.’’ 


fapen by way of case stated from a decision of justices acting in and 
for the county of Lancaster, convicting and fining A my company 
ata sessions held at Widnes. or oe the conviction 
was was made under section 11 of the Act, 1814, which 
makes it an offence for the ha the charge of any craft or work- 
ing any quarry, mine, or pit, or ‘‘ any person or whatsoever ’’ 
to cast out of such craft, or from the shore, any rubbish or filth, &c., into 
any of the ports, harbours, &c., of the so as to tend to the injury 
or obstruction of the na on thereof, ‘‘ or in any place or situation on 
shore where the same be liable to be washed into the sea or into an 
such ports, &c., either by ordinary or high tides or by storms or 
floods.” The appellant company were chemical manufacturers who, 
the course of their business, produced large quantities of waste, consisting 
chiefly of sulphide of calcium. This was treated for the recovery of the 
sulphur contained in it, and the final residue (87 per cent. of which 
was carbonate of calcium) in a very So state, and held in sus- 
pension by water, was carried by pipes 
served as a general drain for these and other ae ot Oe ee 

pos | uncorn. Some of the 


s 
4 


© 


BS 


some 500 yards joined the river Mersey 
matter was deposited in the brook, 
the rest was washed away and disappeared, and no in 


was caused to the navigation. The Sopa con that they were 
not ‘‘ persons,” that the it was ** rnbbish,’’ and that the evidence 
did not shew a “‘ thro * within the the section ; and that 
no offence was proved and until it was that what was done 
tended to the injury or obstruction of the na’ , which was neither 
alleged in the information nor proved by the . The justices held 


all these objections bad in law, and convicted the appellants subject to a 
special case in which all the four points which had been raised were sub- 
mitted for the decision of the High Court. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Corzriwer, 0.J., and Wricnt and Kennzpy, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cotzrwwear, C.J., said that though the words “‘ so as to tend to the 
injury or obstruction of the navigation ” Sen eee to the first part 
of the section, it was fair to assume from the second 
part was intentional on the part of ther 
enactment or by postponement to the end of the section it would have 
been very easy to have made them govern : 
have been intentionally omii 
teat ar wea tort bean pot te, The eienes ot thevulag Suhtaah 48 
that they wo ve t in. on 
Sy A A 
water is com out or 
any way to tie or obstruct na ° a 
throwing a: rubbish mys — with sdnitting section, and the oe 
are among the persons hit by it, even 
ito persons gusdom goers with the ownersof vessels and workers of mines 
specificially mentioned. dismissed.—Covunszi, J. Walton, Q.O., 
and Deacon; Sir H. James, Q.C., and Carver. Soxicrrors, Forshaw ¢ 
Hawkins, Liverpool; A. 7. Squarey, Liverpool. . 

{Reported by T. Horiis Watxer, Barrister-at-Law.) 


REG. v. DYSON—C. C. R., 21st April. 


Crmunat Law—Unpiscuarcep Banxrupt—Osrarnine Cagpit—Inrent To 
Derravp—Bawkruproy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 31. 

Case stated by the West Riding Quarter Sessions for the consideration 
of the Court for Crown Cases Reserved. The defendant was indicted for 
an offence under section 31 of the Act, 1883—namel egies 


FE 
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being an undischarged did obtain the 

entens of 0 ee ee Dhan —— m4 
e was an undischarged bankrupt, facts 

were proved by the Conn te eetinens to 

anton S witnesses with a view to shew that although the 
endant did obtain credit as alleged he had no intent to defraud. The 





licensing meeting, on the authority of . V. Justices of Merth U 
{14 Q. B, D. 584), and stated 9 case. Fes cognented by wuld tee 
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I ioe amas " 
mmaterial to consider whether the credit had been obtained with or with- 
out an intent to defraud, and refused to allow the questions to be put. 
The defendant was convicted and this case was stated by the quarter 
sessions. Section 31 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provides that ‘* where 
an undischarged bankrupt who has been adjudged bankrupt under this 
Act obtains credit to the extent of £20 or upwards from any person with- 
out informing such person that he is an undischarged ba t, he shall 
be ty of a misdemeanour and may be dealt with and punished as if he 
been guilty of a misdemeanour under the Debtors Act, 1869, and the 
provisions of that Act shall apply to proceedings under this section.”” It 
was argued on behalf of the defendant that the incorporation in the 
section of the provisions of Part II. of the Debtors Act, 1869, which relates 
to fraudulent } eg made a fraudulent intent an ingredient of an offence 
under section 31, and that, therefore, the absence of such an intent 
oi ground for an acquittal. Reg. v. Peters (16 Q. B. D. 636) was 





Tue Covert (Lord Corertncr, C.J., Hawkins, Maruew, Cave, and 
Grantuan, JJ.) affirined the conviction. 

Lord Cotzniner, C.J.—I am of opinion that this conviction must be 
affirmed. The statute says that it is to be a misdemeanour for an undis- 
charged bankrupt to obtain credit to a certain amount without stating 
that he is an undischarged bankrupt. It seems to me that all the require- 
ments of the section have here been fulfilled. There is no question here as 
to whether it was a cash or a credit transaction; that question may give 
rise to difficulty in some cases, but here it is clear, and the jury have found, 
that it was a credit transaction. I cannot entertain a coubt that the 
conviction was right. 

Hawkins, J.—I am of the same opinion. It is said that as the 
provisions of the Debtors Act, 1869, are to apply to proceedings under 
this section, fraud must be an ingredient in the offence. Now the 
offences created by that Act are acts done with intent to defraud. It 
cannot be that the Legislature when they passed section 31, which refers 
to the Act of 1869, were not aware of the importance of not limiting the 
offence created by that section to cases where there was an intent to 
defraud. They have not so limited the offence, and I think it is clear that 
they did not make fraud a necessary ingredient of the offence. 

Maruew, J.—An attempt has been made to read section 31 as though the 
words at the end of section 18 of the Debtors Act, 1869, were incorporated 
a it. It is clear to me that that is not a reasonable way of interpreting 

t, 

Cave, J.—I think that the question of intent does not arise in an indict- 
ment under this section. 

Grantuam, J.—I am of the same opinion. Conviction affirmed.— 
Counsr., Harper ; Lowenthal. Sotscrrors, Van Sandau § Co. ; The Solicitor 


to ‘the Treasury. 
[Reported by T. R. C. Diu, Barrister-at-Law. } 


REG. v. BLABY—C. C. R., 2ist April. 


Camrmat Law—Oortnc—Previovs Convicrlon—VERDIOT NOT FOLLOWED 
ny Senrence—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 99, ss. 9, 12. 


Case stated by the Common Serjeant of the City of London for the con- 
sideration of the Court for Crown Cases Reserved. The prisoner pleaded 
gailty to an indictment for uttering a false coin. She was then tried on 
the second part of the indictment, which charged her with having been 
previously convicted of a similar offence. It was proved by oral evidence 
and by a certificate that on a former occasion she had been found guilty of 
uttering a counterfeit half-crown, and was released on recognizances to 
come up for judgment if called upon. The Common Serjeant left the 
case to the jury, who convicted the prisoner. It was contended on behalf 
of the prisoner that no previous conviction was proved, both a verdict and 
a judgment being necessary parts of a conviction, and an order releasing a 
prisoner on recognizances to come up for judgment if called upon not 
amounting to a judgment. An interlocutory judgment was, it was said, 
unknown to the criminal law, and an order which did not contain a sentence 
was not a final judgment. 2. v. Staunton (1 Cox C. C. 142), R. v. Ken- 
worthy (1 B. & Cr. 711), R. v. Miles (24 Q. B. D. 423), Burgess v. Bostefeur 
(13 L. J. M. C. 122), and Jephson v. Barker (3 Times L. R. 40) were cited. 

The j mt of Tue Covrr (Lord Co.eripcr, O.J., Hawkins, 
Maruew, Cave, and Grantnam, JJ.), affirming the conviction, was 
delivered by 

Hawxixs, J.—We are of opinion that this conviction must be affirmed. 
It is clear that the meaning of “a conviction ’’ in the section of the Coin- 
ing Act under which this question arises is the finding of a verdict of 
guilty by a jury. Section 9 says that a person who utters a false coin shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanour, ‘‘and being convicted thereof shall be 
liable’’ to a term of imprisonment; section 12 says that a person who, 
** having been convicted,” afterwards commits any of the misdemeanours 
mentioned shall be guilty of felony, and, ‘‘ being convicted thereof,’’ shall 
be liable to be kept in penal servitude, &c. Now it is clear that the 
Legislature there regards the finding of a prisoner guilty as the conviction ; 
the punishment awarded by the sentence is to follow afterwards. Here the 
woman was found guilty. It may be conceded that no judgment was 

ven and there is no mention of a punishment having been awarded ; but 

was convicted within the meaning of section 9. She has now pleaded 
guilty to the commission of a misdemeanour under section 9, and a certi- 

te has been put in shewing that she was on a previous occasion con- 
victed within the meaning of this Act of a similar offence. The result is 
that she is clearly brought within section 12, and that the conviction under 
that section was right. Conviction affirmed.—CounseL, Burnie; Henry 
Sutton and Partridge. Sortcrrors, 7. O. Evans; The Solicitor to the 


Treasury. 
w {Reported by. T BR, C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re STABLES, Ev parte SMITH & 8ONS—Q. B. Div., 16th April. 


Bankruprcy—Practicg—Arripavit In Proor or Dest—Orat Evipence— 
Banxevptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 105, sun-secrion 5. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the registrar of the county court 
of Dorset, holden at Poole, dismissing the appellant’s petition. Upon 
the 18th of December, 1893, the appellants presented their petition, stating 
the amount owing to them by the debtor at £576 6s. 7d. Upon the 27th 
of December the debtor _ notice of intention to dispute the alleged acts 
of bankruptcy. The petition came on for hearing upon the Ist of January, 
1894, when the solicitor for the debtor objected that there was no 
affidavit in proof of the debt on the file. The — solicitor had 
an affidavit sworn on the Ist of January, but the debtor’s solicitor objected 
that as it had not been previously on the file it was not a matter of record. 
The registrar thereupon adjourned the hearing until the 10th of January, 
to enable the petitioning creditors to put their affidavit upon the file. 
Accordingly upon the 10th of January the affidavit which had been sworn 
on the lst of January was filed, whereupon the debtor’s solicitor objected 
that, having been sworn on the Ist of January, it-was no proof that the 
debt was still owing on the 10th of January. The solicitor for the 
petitioning creditors offered to call them to prove that the debt was still 
owing, but the registrar insisted that the proof must be by affidavit, and 
offered to give a further adjournment, which the petitioning creditors 
refused. The registrar thereupon dismissed the petition, and this appeal 
was brought against his decision, Counsel for the ap t cited sub- 
section 5, section 105 of the oe a J Act, 1883-: ‘* Subject to general 
rules, the court may in any matter take any part of the evidence either vivd 
voce . . . oOruponaffidavit . . . ,’” and urged that there was no 
rule requiring proof of debt to be by affidavit, as there is in the case of 
proof of service of petition (rule 155). He also cited Re Windy (3 Morr. 
108), Counsel for the respondent contended that the registrar had used 
his discretion in the matter, after inquiry as to the practice before the 
registrars in London, who, he asserted, required fresh affidavits on each 
adjournment in cases like the present. 

AUGHAN W1.14Ms, J., held that the registrar had acted unreasonably 
in requiring an affidavit of the continuance of the debt up to the date of 
the adjourned hearing, when the petitioning creditor was present and 
prepared to give evidence, and that he was mistaken in his ideas as to. the 
practice of the London registrars. 

Kewnepy, J., concurred. Appeal allowed ; case sent back to registrar.— 
Counsget, A. H. Carrington; H. 8. Cautley. Sortcrrors, Elphinstone Stone; 
J. H. Gibson. 

[Beported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re LANGTRY, Ex parte STEPHENSON—Q. B, Div., 17th April. 


Banxruptcy—Practice—Scueme or Composirion—Locus Sranpr oF 
APPELLANT WHO HAS NOT APPEARED IN CouRT BELOW—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 104 (2)—Banxruprcy Act, 1890 
(53 & 54 Vier. c. 71), s. 3 (6). 


This was an appeal from an order of his Honour Judge French, sitting 
at Leicester, sanctioning a scheme of composition; and at the commence- 
ment of the hearing counsel for the respondent objected that the 
appellant had no right to be heard, not having ap in the court 
below, and not having proved herdebt until the last day for giving notice 
of appeal. The receiving order was made on the 20th of December, 1893, 
and the first meeting of creditors, of which ten days’ notice was given, was 
held upon the 20th of January, 1894, and upon the 25th of January the 
scheme of composition was submitted to the county court judge, who made 
the order now appealed from. The appellant did not appear at the 
creditors’ meeting nor before the judge, and did not (andar her proof 
until the 14th of February, the last day for giving notice of appeal. 
Counsel for the mdent contended that she was not now entithed to 
appear, as not coming under sub-section 6 of section 3 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890, ‘‘ Any creditor who has proved may be heard by the court in 
opposition to the application . . . ” nor being ‘‘ a person aggrieved ”’ 
under sub-section 2 of section 104 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. ‘‘ Orders 
in bankruptcy shall, at the instance of any person aggrieved, be subject to 
appeal.’’ He urged that, not having tendered her proof prior to the hear- 
ing in the court below, she was, strictly speaking, not then a creditor, and 
that as she could only be aggrieved as a creditor, she was not ‘‘a person 
aggrieved’ under the statute at the time the order was made: Ez parte 
Sidebotham (28 W. R. 715, 14 Ch. D. 458), Ex parte Ditton (27 W. R. 401, 
11 Ch. D. 56), and Re Speight (13 Q. B. D. 42), Counsel for the appellant 
contended that the reason of delay in tendering the proof was that all notices 
had been sent to the appellant at Belfast, and had to be sent on to her in 
the Isle of Wight, where she was staying at the time. She had complied 
with rule 2 of Schedule 2 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, by sending her 
proof to the official receiver. Her claim, which was on a judgment debt, 
appeared in the statement of affairs, and was discussed at the public 
examination; so that she was practically before the court as a creditor. 
He further that, even though she were late in tendering her proof, 
she was still entitled to be heard as ‘‘a person aggrieved’’; and cited Ez 
parte Webb (24 W. RB. 830, 2 Ch. D. 236) and Ez parte Castle Mail Packet Co. 
(35 W. R. 89, 18 Q. B. D. 154). 

Vaucuan Wi.tiams, J., held that the objection failed, and that the 
appellant had a right to be heard. His lordship held that the appellant 
was a creditor, therefore a person aggrieved. It could not be main- 


tained that because her proof had not yet been admitted she was not 
| a creditor. She had done all that was required by rule 2 of Schedule 2 of 
| the Bankruptcy ct, 1883. Her proof was, as yet, unrejected, and she 
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was entitled to be heard. If ‘‘ persons aggrieved’ were held to be 
only creditors whose proofs had been admitted, the statute would be 
unworkable. 

Kennepy, J., concurred, adding that the present case must be distin- 
guished from Ex parte Ditton, where the decision was based on the 
particular facts of the case, the applicant there having neglected to take 
any steps to assert his rights for the long period of four years. 

The appeal was then heard on the merits and dismissed.—Counsg., Muir 
Mackenzie; Toller. Soutcrrons, Wilkins, Blyth, Dutton, § Hartley ; Smith ¢ 
Co., for Sir Thomas Wright § Son, Leicester. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re FRAPE, Er par’e PERRETT—North, J., 21st April. 
Costs—TaxaTion—AGREBMENT—“* Farr AND RBASONABLE.”’ 


The Court of Appeal had directed special taxation of a bill of costa, 
which had been agreed at £80, to decide whether the agreement was “‘ fair 
and reasonable.”” The taxing master’s certificate reduced the costs from 
£140 7s. 8d. to £65 19s. 10d., in addition to which a sum of £6 15s. was 
admitted to be due to the solicitor. Under these circumstances he found 
that to agree the costs at £80 was fair and reasonable. It was now alleged 
that the taxing master had proceeded on a wrong basis, and that the scale 
fee covered all expenses, such as procuring a release by a separate deed 
from @ person who had a charge on the property, the expenses of preparing 
a power of attorney from a son in America, who was @ necessary = to 
the conveyance, and the expenses of a deed of confirmation, which was 
required by the purchaser and the mortgagees of the property sold. 

Nortn, J., said that he was not now called upon to decide whether Re 
Purcell (27 L. R. Ir. Ch. 375) was applicable in this country, a question 
which required further consideration. The question was if the agreement 
come to was fair and reasonable. Having regard to the decision in Re 
Pureell, it was quite reasonable for the taxing master to say that the items 
for relieving the property sold from charges or alleged charges on it should 
be allowed. The taxing master allowed the expenses incidental to the 
preparation of the power of attorney by the son in America, soit could not 
be said that the conveyance by the son was made in an unreasonable way. 
He could not, therefore, differ from the taxing master.—OounsgL, Wilkin- 
son; FPeile. Soxicrrons, Atkinson § Dresser, for Trevor, Pollard, § Co., 
Brighton ; Veun § Woodcock, for H. D. Frape, Brighton. 


{Reported by G. B. Hatton, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re COE (A SOLICITOR OF THE SUPREME COURT)—Chitty, J., 
25th April. 
Soticrrorn—Costs—TAaxaTION—AGREEMENT FOR SALE AND PURCHASE OF 

Business AND FoR GRANT oF Lease —GoopwiLl or Bustngss—NkGoTIA- 
TIONS FUR SALE—APPLICATION oF Scatz Cuarce—So.icirors’ REMUNERA- 
gion Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 44)—Generat Orpen, 1882, x. 2— 

Scurpure I., Paer I. 


This was a summons to review the taxation of a bill of costs, which 
raised the question whether a solicitor could charge a scale fee for 
negotiating the sale of the goodwill of a business. The sale was of the 
business of a deceased bootmaker, and was negotiated by the above-named 


solicitor for the executors of his will. The other circumstances sufficiently | 


appear in the following answer by the taxing master (Mr. Buckley) to the 
objections sent in, whose decision, it will be seen, was affirmed by the 
court :—‘‘ This bill, as delivered and brought in for taxation, contained 
charges in detail with reference to the sale of the goodwill of testator’s 
business for £5,500. These charges were allowed, but before the taxation 
was completed the solicitor claimed the right to alter his bill by subati- 
tuting a negotiation fee for the detailed charges. I did not consider the 
taxing master had any authority to allow such alteration in a bill in 
course of taxation under the statute. The solicitor thereupon applied to 
the judge, and, having obtained leave to make the alteration, he struck out 
the detailed charges and substituted a charge of £42, being the negotiating 
fee according to Schedule I. of the Remuneration Order on £5,500, which 
I disallowed, and restored the detailed charges amounting to £15. It does 


not appear to me that the question involved in this objection is the, 


simple one whether the negotiating fee applies to the sale of a goodwill. 
The signed contract which was the result of the negotiations is an agree- 
ment to sell and purchase (1) the goodwill of the business of a boot and 
spur maker; (2) the business, plant, tools, and utensils, and all fasts, 
patterns, measure books ; (3) fixtures, furniture, fittings in business use ; 
(4) grant of lease according to draft form uppended to agreement, for the 
sum of £5,500. The lease recites the contract as an agreement to sell 
‘amongst other things’ the goodwill and to execute the lease, but on the 
face of the lease itself no consideration is stated other than the rents and 
covenants. As the consideration in the agreement applies not only to the 
goodwill, but to the other matters therein and herembefore stated, it is 
impossible to say how much of the £5,500 is attributable to the goodwill and 
how much to the other matters, which renders it impossible to calculate 
what the negotiating fee would be supposing that fee to attach to the sale 
of the goodwill; one part of the negotiation clearly was for a lease of 
the shop and house, and no negotiation fee could apply to that or to the 
other items comprised in the agreement beyond the goodwill. It may be 
argued that the other matters com in the 

get eg 
was in to comp’ therein, not ro , but it 
seems to me that the granting of the wae of Cea oe 
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with the goodwill, and I cannot agree that it formed a part of the 
will; but, should the contrary be held, the simple point would 
eS ee ble to such a matter as a 
goodwill. It is , as it assigned by deed, it is a 
matter of con ,» and as such comes within the Remuneration 
Order, en ee under Schedule 1. But a 
treaty for a lease is alse concluded by a a 5 per realy die 
allowed for it, and I fail to see why a goodwill should placed on a 
different footing: Re Field (33 W. 504 and, on appeal, 553, 29 Ch. D. 
608) and Re Martin (37 W. R. 497, 41 Ch. D. 381). I not find any 
reported case deciding the point, but Mr. Justice Charles, in a case com- 
mented on in the Soricrrors’ Jounnat for 1891, p. 690, appears to have 


B 
y 


held that the fee did not apply to a sale of pictures ; and 


case, Which was an app) ion for liberty to sell certain pictures which 
were heirlooms, the solicitor asked for a commission of - —. 
lee) on 


(which was much beyond the amount of the autos 
purchase-money of £55,000, the sale having been 
H. Davey complained that so large a commission 
estate, but Mr. Justice Chitty allowed it as oe 
have been charged by a picture dealer, and he ly 
tion Order in mind at the time, as he spoke of solicitors 
be paid by a commission. But neither countel who com 
commission as a hardship nor the indies thought of 
Remuneration Order ae binding solicitor to 
which they would have done if such things as 
the order. It would seem that it does not app’ 
as pictures, furniture, horses, &c., ene a 
tinguished from such articles, as 
apply to a goodwill. I therefore 
the solicitor it was now argued that chattels were 
side the General Order, and the difference in the first 
ae gees = Part I., vate roan BF of ~ I 
, which speaks of ‘‘ freehold, copy , or leasehold property ’’ speci- 
fically, was pointed out. The compre oe distinguished ee 
insisted on, and Re Stewart (837 W. R. 484, 41 Ch. D. 494) as 
an exception, and cases were cited of will having been held to be pro- 
oe J+, the ip Acts: Potter v. Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue (10 Ex. 147); but no 
term property must com will. Inland Revenue Commissioners v. 
Glasgow and South-Western Rai Co. 
and Steuart v. Gladstone (27 W. R. 512, 10 


Currry, J., thought that the taxing master was t. 
was for several things. The consideration for all 
agreement was £5,500, and it was in right of this that the solicitor made 
his claim. It was impossible to separate the items, and the result was that 
the application failed, and the general question raised was not really the 
question for decision.—Counszt, Eve; G. Cave. Souicrrons, A. F. Coe ; 
Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, § Michelmore. 

[Reported by J. F. Water, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLL. 


20 April, 1894—James Szante (Crediton). 
23 April, 1894—Hewnry Hayp. 
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THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 1894. 


Tuer only new clause in this Bill is the following :— 
14, (1.) On application by the re red of any land or 
charge, and on production of the certificate, or office copy lease, or 
charge certificate, if any, the registrar shall issue to the proprietor a 
deposit certificate. 
(2.) A deposit certificate shall be under the seal of the office, and may 
relate to the whole or a part of the a 


. 
2 
E 
E 


contain the same particulars as a land » Office copy lease, or 
certificate of charge in respect of the land be lay which it relates. 
(3.) As long as a deposit certificate is o , it shall be juced 


to the registrar on e entry in the register of a dealing by regis- 
tered proprietor of the land or charge 
every such entry shall be officially indorsed on the certi 

(4.) A deposit certificate, and the indorsements 
conclusive as the register itself with 
which the certificate relates, and the deposit of a deposit certificate shall, 
for the purpose of giving a security over the 
relates, be equivalent to a deposit of 

(5.) So long as a deposit certificate is outstanding no 
created under section eighty-one of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, on the 
land to which the t certificate relates by the deposit of a land certifi 
cate or office copy lease. 

(6.) A note of the issue of a de 
register, and also on the land or office copy lease, or certificate 
of charge (if any). 

(7.) The registrar may, if he think fit, indorse an existing land certifi- 
cate, or office copy lease, or certificate of as a deposit certificate. 

(8 ) On delivery up of a deposit certificate registrar may cancel the 


same and the notes of its issue 

(¥.) Where the deposit certificate is not produced on the ground that it 
has been lost or destroyed the , if satisfied of such loss or destruc- 
tion by statutory declaration other evidence (if any) as he may 





Jease was of equal importance - 


think necessary, and after such notice (if any) has been given ag he may’ 
think fit to direct, may treat the certificate as cancelled. " 
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The following concise statement of the effect of the Bill has been sent 
to all the members of the House of Lords :— 

The Land Transfer Bill of 1894, which is the same, with the exception 
of clause 14, as the Bill of 1893, will, if passed, authorize the Queen in 
Council to make registration of title to land (either freehold or leasehold) 
compulsory in certain districts to be defined by Order in Council. The 
Bill is to be construed as one with the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and 
together they will have (inter alia) the following effect on land in the 
districts as it is from time to time brought on to the register :— 


1. Will repeal the Statute of Limitations so that no one Act 1875. 
can acquire a title to land or to any easement over it **° !- 
possession however re 
2. Will repeal the Married Women’s Property Act, and Do. 
enable a husband to claim to be registered as co-pro- "°°: *# 4. 
Ss — with his wife of her freehold land, or as abso- 
ute owner of her leasehold land or mortgages. 
3. Will prevent a married woman dealing with her land Do , sec, 87. 
without separate examination. 
N.B.—These clauses in the Act of 1875 are not 
led or referred to in the Bill of 1893. 
4. Will stereotype the description of land, so that if Do., sec. 33, 
necessity for altering the description arises, it cannot sub-sec. 6. 
be made, except by way of exp tion, without the 


of applying to the High Court. 

5. will alter the law by enacting that in the absence of Do., sec. 18, 
special words a transfer of land will not include the sub-secs. 4, 5. 
minerals under it, but will reserve them to the vendor, 
with the right to enter and search for them. 

6. Will alter the law of descent and devise, and enact that Bill of 1894, 
on death real estate shall vest in the personal repre- %¢. 6. 
sentative and not in the heir or devisee. 

7. Will repeal the Statute of Uses, and prevent the creation 
of successive legal estates in land, and so render it 
necessary for each successive tenant for life or in tail 
to go to the expense and trouble of getting registered. Act 1875, 

8. Will prohibit the ownership of land in shares. mr een 

9. Will enable the registrar to deprive a registered owner, pin) jo44 
whose title is transferred to another person by fraud bo 3 and 
or forgery, of the land, and in many cases without Schedule. 

ving him any compensation for it. 

10. Will enable a limited owner to grant leases of settled Do., sec. 4, 
land without any restriction, except in cases in which %¥>-secs. 4, 6. 
a premium is paid for a lease. 

11. Will not protect purchasers from the liability to pay Act 1875, 
all duties accrued on successions of former owners, *¢¢- 15; 
whilst increasing the difficulty to purchasers of ascer- “>-®*°- 2- 
taining whether any such duties are payable. 

N.B.—Although doubt is expressed in the instructions 
(page 12) whether a purchaser is liable for such 
uties, the Bill makes no provision for setting 

ma — doubt at rest. 

. As the register may be inspected by an STSONS Do,, sec. 104. 
authorized by General Rules, it is within the saver of 
the rule-making authority to throw it open for public 
inspection, and whether this is done or not, instead of 
charges on and dealings with land remaining known 
only to the persons interested, they will be recorded in 
the register of a public office. 

13. The Bill of 1893 would have prevented the creation of 
equitable mortgages by deposit of certificate. This 
was strongly objected to by bankers and others, and 
the Bill of 1894, clause 14, provides that a registered 
proprietor of land may obtain from the registry a 
second certificate of title, to be called ‘‘a deposit 
certificate,’ and that, so long as a deposit certificate 
is outstanding, no dealing with the land shall be 
registered without its production. The same result 
would be obtained without the necessity of obtaining 
this deposit certificate by discontinuing the statement 
in the general instructions issued by the Land 
Registry, page 13, that ‘‘ the certificate is not required 
to be produced on dealings.’’ This statement is in 
direct contradiction of section 81 of the Act of 1875, 
which enacts that ‘‘a deposit of the land certificate 
shall, for the purpose of creating a lien on the land, 
be equivalent to a deposit of the title deeds of the 
land.’’ The only reasons given by the Registry for 
not requiring the production of the original certificate 
on di 8 with the land apply equally to ‘ deposit 
certificates.” The effect of the alteration is that 
instead of a landowner being able, as he now is, to 
borrow without notice to anyone on his title deeds or 
on his land certificate, as he would under the Act of 
1875, he will have to apply and pay for a second 
certificate as a license to borrow. 


It is submitted that the foregoing statement of the effects of the Bill 
is sufficient to shew that it ought not to be passed into law without full 


} eeserresif inquiry. The only inquiry hitherto held was by a Select 
ttee in 1879, who reported unanimously against any system of 
compulsion. No harm can be done by ming the Bill for inquiry, as 
= wishing to register his title can do so under the existing law. 

‘Law Institution, April, 1894. 
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BUSINESS IN THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 


Tue following is the Report of the Bar Committee upon the arrangement 
of business in the Queen’s Bench Division :— 


The committee have considered the existing arrangement of business in 
the Queen’s Bench Division, which, in their opinion, causes great incon- 
venience to litigants and also to counsel and solicitors. The general 
notices issued at the beginning of the sittings and from time to time 
during the term are not adhered to, and consequently they are misleading, 
incorrect, and co uently useless. Under the present system it is not 
known for certain what courts will sit, or what class of business will be 
taken on any day during the term until between half-past four and five 
o’clock on the preceding day, and the result is that the parties to actions, 
and their solicitors, have not sufficient time to summon their witnesses and 
prepare for trial. The constant variation in the number of courts and the 
class of cases taken is prejudicial to the satisfactory conduct of business, 
and we think that some method should be adopted to secure greater 
regularity and uniformity in this respect. The following record of the 
courts and the business taken by each on several consecutive days at 
different times during the present sittings at the Royal Courts of Justice 























will demonstrate the irr ity of the existing arrangements :— 
From January 11th to 16th. 
Date. Div. Court. | Sp. Jury. | Com. Jury. | Non-Jury. 
January 11 2 1 | 1 3 
” 12 py 2 1 1 
7 ae 2 oe 0 1 
- 15 ues 2 1 1 1 
m 16 = 2 1 1 3 
From January 22nd to 27th. 
Date. | Div. Court.| Sp. Jury. | Com. Jury. Non-Jury. 
January 22 2 1 1 3 
os 23 2 | 1 2 2 
Pe 24 2 1 1 1 
o 25 nee 2 1 1 2 
a a 2 1 1 3 
a Lae 2 1 0 2 
From February 6th to 10th. 
Date. Div. Court.| Sp. Jury. | Com. Jury.| Non-Jury. 
February 6 1 2 | 1 3 
a 7 0 1 0 3 
” 8 1 1 1 1 
a 9 <a 1 2 2 1 
” 10 oo. | 1 1 | 2 1 
From February 26th to March Ist. 
Date. Div. Court.| Sp. Jury. | Com. Jury. | Non-Jury. 
February 26 2 1 1 2 
as 27 1 2 1 3 
28 1 2 2 1 
March ie 1 2 2 2 
“ ee 1 1 2 2 
” —_— 1 0 1 4 
From March 5th to 8th. 
Date. Div. Court. | Sp. Jury. | Com. Jury. | Non-Jury. 
March 5 Re Yt eee. ee 
ae ove 2 1 1 1 
a 1 1 0 2 
a 1 1 1 4 





These are not isolated or exceptional cases, but the same irregularity has 
been continuous throughout the present sittings. The committee are 
aware it sometimes happens that a judge returns from circuit sooner than 
he expected, or finds himself at liberty for a day or two before proceeding 
to the next assize town, but we think that even under these circumstances 
an additional court should not be constituted in London unless sufficient 
notice has been given. The disposal of a few causes is not adequate com- 
pensation for the inconvenience caused to a large number of persons by 
half a dozen cases or more being unexpectedly placed in the list for trial. 
The committee refer to the following paragraph from the report of the 
joint committee of the Bar Committee and the Incorporated Law Society 
on ‘The Sittings of the Court, Queen’s Bench Division,’’ dated June, 
1888 :—‘* Probably, however, the most serious cause of inconvenience and 
expense is to be found in the late —— of the daily lists of causes 
for trial with witnesses. Under the present system the lists are never 
issued, nor can any information with regard to them be obtained, until 
after four o’clock on an ordinary day’s sitting, and two o’clock on Satur- 
days. This is attended with great inconvenience to suitors, as witnesses 
coming from a distance are generally unable, or decline, to wait the result 
of such tardy advices, and consequently come to London sooner than 
would be necessary if information on the subject could be obtained a few 
hours earlier. It is recognized that the list for the morrow could not be 
finally eettled until the end of the day’s business, but at the mid-day 
adjournment of the court on each day an announcement might be made in 
each court and at once made public, that the court would not proceed on 
the following day beyond a certain number in the list. If this announce- 





l= ~~ -Re-B~-A~-B-~A--h--]--]--h-- 








4. 


es 


ION. 


yement 


ness in 
incon- 
yeneral 
o time 
ading, 
is not 
will be 
ad five 
ctions, 
es and 
nd the 
siness, 
zreater 
of the 
ays at 
Justice 


Jury. 


eer Ww 


Jury. 


— 


— OSE ie lt 


Jury. 


—-— 





ury. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


([Vol. 38.] 423 








April 28, 1894. 


ment were based upon a real attempt to estimate, as closely as might be 
reasonably possible, the probable. course of business, a large sa of 
expense and inconvenience would result.’” The committee make the 
following suggestions which they think would greatly facilitate the 
transaction of buriness in the Queen’s Bench Division :—(1) That on Fri- 
day in every week during the sittings a notice should be published 
specifying the courts that will sit during the following week, and the 
class of business that will be taken in each court: (2) That no court, in 
addition to those announced in the weekly notice, should sit during the 
week without two clear days’ notice being given. (3) That the order of 
business announced in the weekly notice should not be altered without two 
clear days’ notice being given of such alteration. (4) That the daily cause 
lists should be published by four o’clock on each day during the ge 
except on Saturdays, when it should be published at one o'clock. ‘| 
facilitate this the judges might make regulations as to the time after 
which they would not entertain an application as to the next day’s list. 
The committee have been favoured by Mr. Justice Cave with a memoran- 
dum dealing with the subject-matter of this report. This has been com- 
municated confidentially, and the committee do not therefore more 
specifically refer to it, but they agree in substance with his lordship’s 
proposals, and think that, if carried out, they will effect a considerable 
improvement in the arrangement of the business of the Queen’s Bench 
Division. 
13th April, 1894. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Fina EXxaMInation. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were : 
successful at the Finel Examination held on April 8 and 4, 1894 :— 
Ackroyd, Samuel Hooley Milburn, Robert 
Aldridge, Thomas Milnes, William Newton 
Allen, Frank Motabhoy, Rustomjee Narosjee 
Andrews, Alexander Webb Newton, Edwin Percival 
Baldwin, Alexander Bertie, B.A. Nightingale, Louis Hilary Shone, 

B.A 


Bigg, William Edward, B.A. ‘ 

Bowman, Thomas Oldfield, John Smith 

Brennan, Robert John Lewis Orams, Edward 

Brown, Hubert Henry Orford, Edwin Arthur 

Browne, James William Padwick, Arthur 

Burdekin, Harold Pierson Pannell, William Charles 

Burton, Wilfrid James Pearson, 

Chapman, Charles Aubrey Perry, Arthur William 

Dayrell, Elphinstone Pidsley, William Elias Helman 
Dodgson, Walter, B.A. Preston, Robert Joseph, B.A., LL.B. 
Evans, Daniel Quicke, John Minturn, B.A. 

Evans, Walter Ralph Roberts, Arthur Rhys 

Evans, William Robert Howard Robinson, Albert Edward 

Farrer, Noel Maitland, B.A. Rodgers, Thomas Edgar 


Fleay, John Salt, Ernest Albert 
Foakes, Ernest Lovell Lindsay Shaw, James 
Fox, Adam Skingley, Henry Percy Chevallier 


Francis, William Alfred Smith, Ernest 

Gibbs, Ernest Reginald Sutton, William 

Godson, Philip Herbert Tankerville Thomas, Benjamin David 

Green, Frank Herbert Thomas, Herbert Francis 

Harrison, Arthur Gordon Thompson, Rowland Thomas 

Heller, Ethelbert Ernest Tickle, Albert Edward 

Hodson, Albert Edgar, M A. Topping, Thomas Edward 
Hutchinson, Herbert Walker, William Charles 

Innes, Charles Ernest Warmington, Harold Henry 

Jessop, Hylton Wells, Robert Beman 

Jones, Charles Philip Westwood, Henry Samuel, B.A. 
Jones, Douglas Thomas Maybery § Wheldon, John David 

Jones, John Whiting, Jobn Markby 

Leonard, Louis Farquhar Wigglesworth, Francis William, 
Lesser, Algernon LL.B. 

Lewis, John Arthur Willoughby, Richard Lionel Grey 
Lewis-Lloyd, Robert Wharton, B.A. Woodcock, Herbert 

Lord, John Yeo, William John 

Lungley, James, 5 A. York, John Alfred 

Meade, Richard Warren 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on April 5, 1894 :— 
Bagshaw, William Brook-Greaves, John Thomas Richard 


Baines, Peter Ellis Eyton Brown, Henry Pinder 


Barchard, Eustace Heywood Brown, Robert 

Barnes, Reginald Garrould, B.A. Butcher, Philip Webster 
Bedford, Herbert Caldecott, Alfred 

Bell, Herbert Grimshaw Carter, James 

Berry, Edward Thornton Chaproniére, Geo 


Booth, Ernest 


rge 
I Child, Harold Hannyngton, B.A. 
Blakiston, William Henry f 


Clapham, Percival Alfred 
Clayton, Ronald Percy, B.A. 





Bolton, Walter Septimus 
Botto 


miley, Leonard, B.A. Clements, Arthur Victor, B.A. 


Close, Charles Harold , Charles Alfred Morton 
Colson, Frederick John Lord, David 

Constable, Sydney Pearce M‘Clure, Robert Rayner 

Cook, George Jones a Henry Ernest 

Cripps, Henry Rivers , Arthur Phosphor 
Dauncey, Richard Mammatt, Edward Arthur 
Davidson, John Henry Maples, Edward William, B.A. 
Dawson, Vincent Osborn Cort, B.A. Martinez, Robert John 


, Alfred Richards, B.A., Matthewman, Alfred Ernest, B.A: 


LL.B. Meggitt, Joseph Bloom 
Denton, Charles William Miller, John Henry, B.A. 
Devonshire, George Thomas Morritt, John Richardson 
Downer, Harold rge Musk, Henry 
ea t+---- Frank Neighbour, — 

rengey, William George ey, Charl 
Eliott, John Allen Parker, Edwin Charles 
Elliott, John Fisher , oO 
Elsdon, William John Payne, Richard Fitz 
Emanuel, Walter Lewis Pearman, John Barton, B.A. 
Enever, Charles Richard Picton, George Wilson, B.A. 
Foster, Arthur, B.A. Raine, George Ed 
Frost, John Henry Richards, Frederick William 


Furmage, Francis Dean . 

Gamlen, Arthur George Loraine, Richmond, John Adrian Chamier 
B.A. Robinson, Stanley Maidens 

Garrard, Charles Eagle 


Robson, Frederic William 
Gilbert, Edward Basil Graham Rogers, William Owen Boulivant, 


Glyn, Arthur Robert B.A. 

Godfree, George Stanley Shearman, Frederick Burbage! 
Gosden, William Shilton, George 

Greenhalgh, Adam Fletcher Smith, George 


Smith, Gordon Murray 


pores 4 sere / Smith, Martin Irwin Cecil 
, 


Hepton, Herbert Cannington 


Herbert, Dennis Henry, B.A. Stanes, Henry P 

Hindley, John Alfred Statham, George Wellington 
Holt, Ronald Law Stevens, mbe 

Holtby, Thomas Strange, Ellis 

Hooper- Watts, Robert Phillip Sturton, Arthur Jacob 
Ingram, Arthur David, B.A. Sykes, H Dugdale 
Jackson, Frederick T ton, Thomas 


Jackson, William, B.A. Wallis, Charles, B.A. 
Jackson, William Herbert " 


Jardine, Hugh Raoul, B.A. Watson, 
Jones, David Hughes Blome Watson, Richard Arnold 
Jones, Thomas Latimer Wildén, Herbert 


, 
Jones, William Samuel Wilkins, Granville Augustus, B.A. 
Kilner, Samuel Eli Hugo Williams, Harold James 
Langworthy, Richard, B.A. Wilson, Edwin Hetherington 
Lawrence, James Edward Garnous Withers, 
Lea, Edward Thomas Wood, William Wilson 
Lees, Alfred William Henry Woodward, Frederick Alex. Pelham 
Lessor, Albert 7 


CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The following gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the degree of 
Barrister-at-Law :— 

Lincoin’s-1nn.—Robert Horton Vernon Wragge, John Frederick Ran- 
dall Stainer, M.A., B.O.L., Oxford ; Temple Martin, St. 
Catherine’s Coll., Cambridge; Godfrey Arthur Harding Rendall, B.A., 
Oxford ; John Raymond Barker, B.A., Oxford; Felix Maximilian Schan- 
brunn Cassel, Corpus Christi Coll., Oxford; Nehal Chand, M.A., Cal- 
cutta’; and Syud Mir Muhtashim Husain. 

Inner Tempite.—Bannatyne Macleod, B.A., Cambridge ; Thomas O’ Hara 
Horsman, B.A., Oxford; Gaspard Garabed Amirayan ; 
cherji Dadina; Gideon Macpherson Rutherford, M A., Cambridge; Al 
Ernest Holt, B.A., Oxford; Claud rp ttc a B.A., Oxford; Sir 


William Lennox Napier, Cambridge ; Brodribb B.A. 
Oxford; Robert W: Stent, B.A., Cambridge : Horace iareba’ 


, 
B.A., Oxford; Syed Hashim Bilgrami, Cambridge; William Samuel Dux- 
bury, B.A., Oxford ; James Blair ) B.A, a: 
Archibald Francis Fletcher Smith, B.A., Cambridge; Samuel Vilett - 
leston, B.A., Oxford ; Rowland William Snelling, B.A., Oxford ; William 
Cope, B.A., Cambridge; Arthur Thomas Bonham-Carter, B.A., Cam- 


bridge ; aye oy Keunni Nambyar, Cambridge ; - 
wall, B.A., Cambridge ; Walter Peacock, ae Turner, 
B.A., Oxford ; Frederick Biscoe Oldfield, B.A., Oxford ; Sidney Humphries, 


B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; Robert Garmondsway Wrightson, B.A., Cam- 
— Arthur Denison Scanlen, B.A., Oxford ; William Morrow, B.A., 
LL.B., Charles 


Cambridge ; Tredwell John Houghton-Gray, Cam ; 
Ahmad, Cambridge ; 


Henry Falcon, Guy Ponsonby Boys, B.A., LL.B., Cam’ 
Muniruddin Ahmed, Oxford; Sahibzada Sultan- 
Sahibzada Aftab, Cambridge; and Alfred Moritz Mond, a 
Mippitz Tempiz.—Henry Alfred M’Cardie, Certificate of Honour, 
Council of Legal Education, Michaelmas Term, 1893, Middle Temple 
Campbell Foster prize, Michaelmas Term, 1893; Lyttelton 
Fector Bayley, Christ Church, Oxford; Edward Alfred Mitchell-Innes, 
Balliol College, Oxford; Frederick William Bartlett, King’s College, 
rg Wy ey es 
uity scholar, , 
paren rize: Syed Zainulabidin. , Obrist oh : 
Joseph Simon Edgard Martin; Clark; Jolin Charles 
Fitzmaurice Finn, B,A., Trinity College, Dublin; Syed Nasimul Huck, 
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George Reginald | Stansfeld, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Henry James 
Barker, M.A., Trinity College, Dublin ; William Jackson, M.D., D.P.H., 
L.R.C.P., L-F.P.S. ; Pokhraj Lall, Henry Robert Oswald, M. D., M. B., 
C.M., Edinbur h University ; Murzban Muncherji Murzban, Bombay 
University ; Tulsibhai Jeshangbhai Desai, Christ’s College, Cambridge ; 
Syed Humayon Mirza, William Edward Henry Jennings, M.A., Edin- 
burgh University. 
GRay’s-Inn. — Walter Young and Pirthi Nath Rozdon. 








LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srvupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—April 17—Chairman, Mr. Clarence 
Harcourt.—The subject for debate was—‘‘ That this society deplores the 
increased social, political, and commercial immorality of the present day.”’ 
Mr. Kinipple opened in the affirmative ; Mr. Bell in the negative. The 
following members also spoke :—Messrs. H. Harcourt, Daniell, Anderson, 
Alder, Pritchard, Henderson, Vedant, and Wilde. Mr. Kinipple replied. 
The motion was lost by three votes. The subject for debate 7 the next 
meeting of the society, on Tuesday, the 24th day of April, is—‘‘ That the 
case of Smith v. Hancock (1894, 1 Ch. 209) was wrongly decided.” 


April 24—Chairman, Mr. Kinipple.—The subject for debate was—‘‘ That 
the case of Smith ¥. Hancock (1894, 1 Ch. 209) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. H. 
Harcourt opened in the affirmative, Mr. W. Wilde seconded ; and Mr. A. Hair 

ed in the negative. The following members also spoke :—Messrs. 
Bell, Pritchard, Blagden, Duncan, Clarke, Alder, Tudor Lay, Tebbutt, 
Nimmo, and Miller. Mr. Harcourt replied ; and the chairman having 
summed up, the motion was lost by five votes. The subject for debate at 
the next meeting of the society, on Tuesday, the Ist of May, is—‘‘ That 
the suffrage should be extended to women.’ 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Ps Cuanres Russett, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed a Lord of Appeal 

in Ordinary in the room of the late Lord Bowen. 

Mr. Cracxantuorre, Q.C., Standing Counsel to the University of Oxford, 
has been elected an Honorary Fellow of St. John’s College. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


To Soticrrors anp OruErs.—Any solicitor or other person who may have 

pete Ss or Codicil for Miss Emma Lynn, late of 124, Leighton- 

Kentish Town, N.W., since November, 1880, or who may now have 

the custody of any such will or codicil, is requested to communicate at 

once with Messrs. Burne & Wykes, Solicitors, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
London, W.C. 


GENERAL. 


Lord Teynham desires it to be known that there is no truth in the 
— statements made that he has become, or is about to become, a 
solicitor. 


The St. James’s Gazette points out that the names and nationality of the 
four Lords of Appeal in Ordinary are—Lord Macnaghten, Irish; Lord 
Morris, Irish ; Lord Watson, Scotch ; and Lord Russell, Irish ; and that 
thus three Irishmen and a Scotchman constitute (at £6, 000 a year each) 
[the majority of] the supreme tribunal of appeal for all Englishmen. 


Messrs. Leggatt, Rubinstein, & Co., solicitors, 5, Raymond-buildings, 
Gray’s-inn, write to the Times :—‘‘ ‘As an instance of the rapidity with 
which actions can now be tried in the Chancery Division it may be of 
interest to mention the case of Morganti v. Besta, in which we were con- 
cerned for one of the parties. The writ was issued on February 10 last, 
~ leadings were closed on March 27, and notice of trial was given on 

the following day. ‘The case appeared in Mr. Justice North’s list for trial 
with witnesses on the 2ist inst., and it was reached and disposed of on 
that day.’’ 

In the House of Commons on the 19th inst., Mr. Greene asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department if the Lord Chancellor would 
ascertain the opinion of the judges and of the legal profession whether the 
sittings of the h Court of Justice at Guildhall had been found suffi- 
ciently advantageous to justify the continued withdrawal of judges from 
the Royal Courts for the purpose, and whether the Government would 
take steps to give effect thereto. Mr. G. Russell said: The Lord Chancel- 
lor is aware that many of the judges are of opinion that the ex ent 
which has been tried of having sittings for London causes at the Guildhall 
has not been successful, and that this view finds considerable support in 
the legal profession. He hopes that arrangements are now in progress, 
pursuant to the recommendations of the Council of Judges, for definite 
and continuous sitti of an adequate number of courts at the Royal 
Courts of Justice, with satisfactory provision for taking a list of commer- 
Se senem, which will render it unnecessary to continue the Guildhall 








‘Wanxine To trrenpive House Senemnemes & Lessees. aoe purchasing or oouiee 
@ house have the arrangemen' - Sue aa - ed by iy — 


Engineering & Ventilation next Vinee 
Worslanes (ects 1875), who aloo undevtabe the Ventilation of Offices, &c.--[Apvr.] 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDPICATURE. 


Rota or Recistnans 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Date Aprrat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
, No. 2. Curry. Nokgra. 
Rolt Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pugh 
er Ward Beal 
Rolt Pemberten Pugh 
Farmer Ward 
Pemberton Pugh 
Farmer Ward Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Sririins. KExKEwicu. Romen. 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. Clowes Mr. Lavie 
Leach J m i 
Godfrey Clowes Lavie 
Leach Jackson Carrington 
Godfrey Clowes Lavie 
Leach Jackson i 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGE. 


Dick—Newmay.—April 21, at Chanda, Central Provinces, India, George Paris Dick, of 
the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Effie Geraldine, second daughter of Francis 


Newman. 
DEATH. 
Syape.—April 18, at 4, Paper-buildings, Temple, Robert James Snape, barrister-at-law. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, April 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuurrep 1x CHancgry. 


ComMERcIAL AND Fivanciat AGeEncy, ya es age Needy see uired, on or before June 
7, to send their names and dresses, an d particulars of their debts or "claims, to Thomas 
Fell pam, 83, Hatton garden. pe & Levinsohn, 16, St Helen’s place, solors for 
iqui r 

“Coniston Fett”? Sreamsuip Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Leach Jackson , 41, North John st, Liverpool 

Oxpriztp’s Mutti-Vorour APPARATUS Co, ae are required, on or before 
iy ¥ to —_ hon a —- and addresses, and particulars of their claims or debts to 

saac Coop, 99, 


Oxmonve Gymnastic — iaareree—-Coatiiegs op uired, on or before June 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George Matthews, 
Manchester. Sutton & Co, Man- 


Cheltenham terr, Brunswick st, Chorlton on Medlock, 
chester, solors for liquidator 

“Ways Fev.” Sreamsuir Co, Linrtep—Creditors are required, on or before’June 6, to 
send their names and , and particulars of their debts or , to William 
Leach Jackson, 41, North John st, Liverpool 


Usuimitep in CHancery. 

Sowerny Bripce Mopet Buiipixe Socegerr—Contibers are required, on or before May 5, 
to send their names and ad and particulars of their debts or claims, to Daniel 
Ingham Clay, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax. Storey & Willans, solors for tiquidators 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Acton Foorment Crus ayp Friznpty Society, Alms House Inn, Acton, Chester. 
April 

Bu a EY ‘Naroxar, AnD Sunpay Scuoor Sick Socrery, St. Peter’s National Schoolroom, 
Burnley. April 14 

Sr. Gzorce’s Unirep Brorness Benerit Society, Ship Tavern, Anthony st, St George’s, 
E. April 14 

8r. noe District Branocu or tHe Loyat Orper or Brag Soaveinans, Asntox 
Unrry, Frrenpiy Society, 70, Harris st, 8t. Helens, 

Wissey Siackstpe ORANGEMAN’S FRignDLY Society, Horse and ol Inn, Wibsey, nr 
Bradford, Yorks. April 14 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, April 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwirep in CHANCERY. 


Apeetittery Layo axp Investment Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented A) 
21, directed to be heard on Wednesday, May 2. White, 7, New inn, agent for Davies, 
Cardiff, solor for . Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not, later 
than 6 o’clock in the aftern 'ternoon of May 1 

Cotorapo Sirver Minine Co, ayn pt me man required, on or before June 4, to 
send their names and d particulars of of their debts or claims, to Ernest E. 
Probert, Abchurch chbrs. Morley 4 & &, 53, Gresham House, solors for liquidator 

Lanp Securitizs Co, Liurep— for windiog up, will be heard 
May 2. Ashurst *s Co, 17, orton avenue, - for petner. 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 Jaen & te cael 

1 


caeee AND Bg ste ys Issuz Co, Loutsep—Petn for winding up, presented April 19, 
directed to be heard on May 2. Wilkinson & Co, 14, Bedford st, Covent garden, 


solors 
for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 


the afternoon of May 1 
Nationat Mercayti.e Investuent Co, Lintren—Petn for minting up, ? ana ae 19, 
directed to be heard on May 2. Pyke, 56, 56, Lincoln’s inn fields, solor 
of eguecing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
April 29 


on or before July 25. to sen eir names and addresses, particulars of theis debts 
or claims, to Thomas Layton Alfred James Newton, Jamaica bldgs, St. 
Michael’s alley, Cornhill. st, solors for liquidators 


Pavusee’s Patent Sy poy Liurrep—Creditors required, 
nt Gos pee oe with full pe nn Neville 0, Awl 
to Alexander Perceval aio, 31, st. 
solors for liquidator 

Save Hore, ayp Boranicat Co, Luourep—Petn for 
Sot Oe SS Gi ibb, Notie of appearing ist 


Manchester, 
Lee iene dnenin’ - ath, 5X 
Tue Lines yet | agp are _—_ pe 
oe addresses, and particulars of their debts or = dae, 
Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 


on Wednesday, 
ties of 


afternoon of — 
OrteyTAL anv Saesa Vatitey Usitep Goitp a pe! Co, : ae are required, 3 : 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—Turspay, April 10. 
Denes, Wastes Watiace, 8t 53 on 's chmbrs, Ti st, Stockbroker May 10 
v tty, J y, King’s Arms 
Earty, wo. Busu, Witney, O Oxford, "bianket Manufacturer May8 Looker v Early, 
Chitty, J Brown, Burford 


London Gazette—Frivay, April 13. 


Boromeees, | Beseze, Soden mse Tees, retired Innkeeper May8 Mark v Dix, Chitty, 
PARTINGTON, ie Gawa, "old Trafford, Manchester May5 Malpass v Partington, 
, Manchester Craven, Manchester 


PrppockE, Joux Leowarp, Ross, Hereford, Solicitor May 16 Bruce v Hamlin, Chitty, J 
Austwick, Fleet st 

Rowpon, Harrizt Mitter Mortmes, Great Harrowden — ur Wellingborough May 
8 Blott v Woods, Stirling, J Archer, Wellingboroug! 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Ovam. 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, April 13. 
Asrry, Jaxz, Orrell, Lancs, Draper May 21 France, Wigan 
Barep, Eutuy Evtex, Westminster May 14 Alleyne & Co, Tonbridge 
Barton, Humpurey Conwett, St Leonards on Sea, Esq May 19 Phillips & Cheeseman, 


Bonren, Susawxan, Scarborough April 25 Bedwell, Scarborough 
Braooxe, Witt1am Henry Worcs ve Care.t, Brighton May 9 Bridges & Co, Red Lion 


square 
Basu Canouine Jesscintuta, Devonshire pl May 16 Wadeson & Malleson, Austin- 


Dercusa, Farmers Coox, Plymouth June24 Wilson & Loye, Plymouth 

Byrne, James, Manchester May7 Orrell, Manchester 

Camrrox, Freperick, Esq May 26 Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st 

Cores, Cuantes, Wimbledon Myaii Christmas, Bloomsbury sq 

Dampney, Witu1am, Holnest, Yeoman May 31 Bartlett & Son, Sherborne 

Dyzr, Tuomas, Stoke by Nayland, Farmer May 19 Ranson & Sons, Sudbury, Suffolk 
Eowanrps, James, Wallington, Draper May12 Shaw, Furnival’s inn 

Ex.is, We.uincton, Weston super Mare, Gent May1 Capell, Weston super Mare 
Evans, Davip, Llanwrda, Farmer May 19 Bishop, Llandovery 

Farrciovan, Jonx, Burtonwood, Lancs, Farmer May 11 White & Sons, Warrington 
Fisner, Micnast, Cardiff, Brewer's Manager May 20 David & Evans, Cardiff 
Faremay, Henny, Birmingham, Tea Merchant May 10 Wood &Co, Birmingham 
Gorro, Henry Gaisrorp, Oxford st, Stationer May12 Walters & Co, New sq 
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aes Suzewix, Bramcote Hills, Nottingham April 30 Freeth & Co, 
Harrisor, Rae | ‘West Hampstead, Newspaper Proprietor May 12 Frame & Son, 
Rawaguay, Teqee Phillimore gdns, Kensington, Civil Engineer May 10 Bell & Co, 


Hawxweit, Tuomas, Burneston, York, Farmer May 9 Fryer, West Hartlepool 
Hayrmay, Stvon Micnary, Weston super Mare, Jeweller May 19 Gwynn & Masters, 


Haywes, James, Alperton, Hay Dealer May 19 Webster & Hague, Southampton a“ 
Hocxiey, Frances, Dalston May13 Stubbs, Bedford row 

Hopexrxsox, James, Bolton, Fitter May7 Ficlding & Fernihough, Bolton 

Hovse, Faepenicx James, Market Lavington, Engineer May 1 Norris & Hancock, 


Hovuss, Jauxs, Market Lavington, Wilts, Engineer May 1 Norris & Hancock, Devizes 
Howett, Joun, Hastings,Gent May 19 Phillips & Cheesman, Hastings 

Lzxcn, Ex1zanets, Southport, Spinster April 30 Molesworth & Son, Rochdale 

Mame, & Hanngier Bannan, Cheltenham, Spinster May 31 King & Ludlow, Birming- 


Mawyers, Witt1am Waicucore, Tunbridge Wells, Lieutenant-Colonel May 12 Lidiard 
& Co, Gt J st 


Manrix, Henny, Kennington, Wheelwright June Ashley & Co, Prederick’s pl 
Martry, Jaxz, West Buckland, Widow May 16 Kellock, Totnes 

Mantin, Ricuarp, Upper Clapton, Gent May 12 Browne & Co, Old Jewry 

McRorir, Cuanres, Peckham May 20 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mitten, Witi1am Prrr, Grange over Sands, Esq May 23 Shuttleworth & Cummins, 
Mycock, Jonx, Manchester, Cabinet Maker May 23 Flower, Manchester 

Nock, Tuomas, Sutton Maddock, Gent May 12 Oglethorpe & Martin, Wolverhampton 
Nort, Tuomas, Hereford, Farmer May 11 Corner & Co, Hereford 

Oxepen, Humrurey Davin Parry, Major May 10 Bircham & Co, Parliament st 

Raz, Grace, Prestbury, Gloucester May 7 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

Rixorose, Susanna Axw, Scarborough June4 Stamp & Co 

Rix, Cuanues James, Manchester, Surgeon May7 Orrell, Manchester 

Rupp, Wit11am, Hardingham, Norfolk, Farmer May 20 Tillett & Co, Norwich 

Suaw, Aoyes Mary, Ossett, York May 17 Haigh & Co, Horbury 

Suawcross, Witt1am Hewny, Southport, Gent May 12 Ainsworth Cook, South- 


TeaspaLe, Exizaperu, Rosgill May 31 Little & Lamonby, Penrith 

Txtronp, Col Cuartes, York June1 Stevens, Victoria st 

Tuornton, Harniett, Carlton, Nottingham May6 Hunt, Nottingham 

Witsoys, Bersxy, Newcastle upon Tyne May 12 Brown & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Waiatry, Joszrn, Marsden, Blacksmith May19 Wilson, Mirfield 














Youxe, Joun Ricuarp, Newcastle upon Tyne, Colliery Owner June 1 Joel & Parsons, 
New upon Tyne 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gaszette.—Fuipayr, April 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axroyrp, Bensamiy, Elland, Woollen Manufacturer Halifax 
Pet ‘April 16 Ord April 16 


April 17 


JouNsON, 


ALLEN, Fe re — Farmer Derby Pet April | Joxzs, Jounx, Newcastle Em) 
16 Ord April 1 marthen Pet April 16 
Ausiaon, mi 36 Ord Apel Walkern, Herts, Saddler Luton Pet 


Ay Laer > Hama Oma Grocer Luton Pet April 18 Ord ‘April 17 

Bamper, Davi, Chester Licensed Victualler Bolton Pet 
18 

igan, Draper Wigan Pet April 16 


Market, School- 


Berry, Weaae. 


Biorg, Wi.uiam Brewster, Downham 


Hem, Seeeweee, Swansea, Oil Merchant Swansea Pet 
e .. 2 fame, Dev on, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
April17 Ord April 1 


Joun nl Leicester, 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 
Ord April 16 


Lake, ALrrepv Exnzst, and pe 3 Freperics WIL.1AMs, 
Lime M its High Court Pet April 17 


—— _ ae Extgan Gopraimp, West Ham, 
High Court Pet April 16 Ord 


Masseeet Frank lesnen, W No 
Court Pet Mar22 Ord gy 1 


Morais, CHaRies Cy ey Ty 


Bet Apeil 1 7 ‘ond 
"Kingston “upon Ape 


| Berry, Wgsses, Wie, Draper April 30 at3 16, Wood 

Bevan, — Swansea, Provision Fs anny April 27 at 
12 Of 31, Alexandra rd, 5 

Botwe TThowss, Balishury Salisbury, Draper ; awe a7 at3 Of 


Rec, 
Boosey, Wiu1AM, Dabr. Engine Fitter April 30 at 12 
mL Birmingham, Jeweller May 2 at 11 


Wood Engraver 
Licensed Victualler Car- 


row, 

Seam Eowarp, Y st, Accountant April 27 at11 
Bankruptcy bide, Carey a ‘ 
Bugvekix, ¥, Cabinet Maker May 2 at 

11.30 Off Townhall chmbrs, Halifax _ 
lane, Corn Factor April 27 at 12 
bidgs, Carey st 


Corp.ey, Green, 
a 27 at 12 Ww 
Cots, Exeter, Refreshment 


April 16 
18 S| Busxix, HM P, 


Luton Pet April18 Ord A 

Bo.we.u, THomas, Salisbury, Draper ieabebary Pet April es aaa 19 Ord aa house Keeper April 30 

16 Ord A Newman, Gronce ur, Cottenham rd at ll Bedford circus, Exeter 
Boosey, Wonin, “Deby, Engine Fitter Derby Pet Pet “it 18 Ord April i8 Crarts, a, under Huthwaite, Baker 

April17 Ord April Micnotts, SamvuEL, urst, Baker Brighton Pet April 27 at 12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, N 
Brown, Isaac, Desby, le Furnisher Derby Pet April Ord April 16 Ly 

3 Ord April 16 ae Isaac, Llandovery, Innkeeper Carmarthen Pet ALBERT Rosner, Wednesbury, Grocer May 10 at 
ag — | wt Halifax, Cabinet Maker Halifax Pet April 14 Ord April 14 11.30 Off Ree, Wale’ 

April 18 Ord April 18 Reprorp, EcizaBeri, Glam, Grocer Merthyr Dascee, A Arrau’ yan ba ‘West Norwood, Builder April 27 
Coxx, Frank, Exeter, Refreshment House Keeper Exeter PetA Ord April 17 Carey 

Pet April 16 Ord A os pd oe. Upper st, Widow High Court my Wiis errr gid April 27 at 2.30 


6 
Cottetr, Wii1aM, Old Lento Butcher N 
Pet April 16 Ord A: seth suet 


8: 5 versmith High Court Gauyt Faapsmios, , Cattle Dealer April 30 at 11 
Conny, Samuet Jouy, cai Manufacturers’ Agent mr anon, Ladgate sa, os » “ee off 1, 1, Manor TOW, ’ Bradford 
High Court Pet Feb19 Ord April 17 Syrowpon, Samuet, N Innkeeper Lincoln | Grane cae Jous "Trepsie, Plymouth, 
Cosnam, Joseru, Sundridge, Kent, Baker Tunbridge| Pet April 16 Ord April 16 27 at 11 femmes, Fs 
Bi —* 117 ore Ape tr m “i Summers, oun rowan, Brackley, Miller Banbury Pet eer Luma, Jeweller y 2 at 12 
’ NCIS, ° or! ‘oliceman ‘orth- April 6 16 row, 
allerton Pet April3 Ord April 16 Tuomas, Davin, Shoemaker Carmarthen Pet | Guest, Gores, Churchdown, Baker April 28 at 3 Off 
Dreumwonp, Hexry Assert, and Epwis Davin Kent, 18 Ree, 15, King be arnt 
ieeu” Merchants Portamouth April 3 | Taorsroy, Josep 3 Stone Merchant Brad- —- — a aie, Tenens. Machinist 
17 April 17 May Colmore , Birmingham 
Eope.1, Joun James, Newcastle on Tyne, Cycle Heunine- Tvurue, Jouy. , Grocer Gloucester Pet April 18 Grorce, Boot Manufacturer April 30 at 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Apeil 1 18 Ord & Ord 18 11 Off Ree, 22, row, Leeds 
Fauias, Henpert, Toren, Seeeae, Margate, Bookseller Canterbury Pet | Joux, Jonx, New Tail April 27 at 3 Off Rec, 


upon Hull Pet A: rl 17 7 Ord pet 
ae oe Ricwarp, 
16 
Ganvetr, Sauvet, "Boutin, Butcher Portsmouth Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 
Grover, Wittiam, and Witt1am Henry Horsox, Old Kent 
rd, Court ag eg Se aaa 


Ord April 17 
3 Ord April 16 





eers 

Gooputas, ALFRED, ee ee Paanson, Davib, Prestwich, Cloth Saleuman Salford Pet 
Goscnowsxy, Pet apt i. at lg High Masth 14 Oui Masch 14 

Court 16 as. 
Qreaess, Cuaries, Down Market, Fishmonger | Axroyp, Bexsammm, Elland, Y¥: Woollen Manufacturer 
Z Pet 14 Ord Apel d i4 May 2at li Of chmbrs, Halifax 

UEST, Geenes, Oh Gloucester Pet | Anmzs, Gzonce, North Walsham, Hairdresser 

Bois, Saar Eating, Sevag Maine Agent | Buh Rees OT STRS RAN Bale Ap 

Northampton ‘Pet April 11 Ord April 14 at 12 Off Rec, 32, High st, Swindon 








A 
vole | Wooonovse, ci, oe Licensed Victualler Bristol 
Wrsanx, Eowanp Franck, Orpington, Builder Croydon 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
London Gazette of the 16th March :— ” 


27 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
Leak, Jouy, Stratford veil a0 of 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 





Jeweller April 30 at 12 Of Reo, 














et Row.axp, 8 Hey ARTHUR fom. , B “- b 
. F anaes ucklersbury, 








+] . 
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Pexsratt, Arruvr, Be —- ys Artist | Suvra, Bexsamin Ai Liverpool Liverpool Pet Waguess4 cae, Hucknall Torkard, Grocer Nottingham 

py, Abe 30 at 2.0" Bankraptoy mn Mar22 Ord Aprilis Pet April 21° Ord April 21 

Cuaaces, and Eowin Perri imb! ee Cabinet | Sxowpvon, Samvet, pyre) ae, Innkeeper Lincoln | We are ypney Faancis, Gray's aoe Solicitor High 

i April 30 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Pet April 16 Ord April 16 Pet Feb 16 Ord April 19 Be 

=e Manet . Sngene, — — ad, Draper Liverpool Pet Went re ae - waa SSocktoa 
Ra OSEPH, » Watch acturer April 27 Mar 7 ri on Tees p i 

at 12 ON Hes It Hetttond st, Coventry - TaBERN an, a aay Witwiams, Epwarp, ee a Victualler Cardiff 


meee’ Wore aoe eet House Painter May 3 at 
11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 


Savory, ce fg! oo Conmiaien Agent April 
28 at 1 5, King st, Gloucester | 

Severs, idosurn, ete ny Plumber April 30 at 3,30 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 


Srranoe, WitiraM, Dowlais, Baker 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Tirrixa, 
Ashi 


LIZABETH Awny, and Joun Tuomas Tippine, 
under Lyne, Baby Linen Manufacturers 
April 27 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Warson, Jaurs, Kingston upon Hull, — April 28 at 
11 Off Rec, Trinit honee lane, H 
Wearherty, Grorce Morais, Leeds, Siaacher April 2 
1 Rec, 22, Park row, 
Wauirrtte, Jouy, , Auctioneer April 27at 3 Off 
Preston 
bee Ernest “te TLIAN, Meltham, Yorks, Jeweller 


April 27 at 12 Off 


at1l Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Youre, Jony, Newhaven, Saddler April B0at3 Of Rec, 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axroyp, Bewnsamiy, oe Manufacturer 
Halifax Pet April 16 ie Oni Ay rill 1 


Atiex, Tuomas, Derby. emer’ Derby Pet April 16 
Ord April 1 ‘ : 


oserH, Walkern, Herts, Saddler Luton Pet 

16 Ord April 16 

Arena, Wits a Denton, Durham, Clerk in Holy Orders 
m Tees Pet March 21 Ord April 16 

Pet April 16 


—. 


“a... - Wnasan, Wigan, Draper Wigan 
Ord April 16 

Biaxemorng, Witiiam Josern, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet April 12 Ord A ril 12 

Botwe.t, Tuomas, Salisbury, Draper 

16 Ord April 16 

Boocock, James Henry, Bradford, Ironmonger Bradford 

Pet April4 Ord April 16 


Salisbury Pet 


Boosey, ILLIAM, peers Engine Fitter Derby Pét 
April17 Ord ft 

Burpexiy, Harry, ~ 7 Cabinet Maker Halifax Pet 
A 8 Ord April 1 

Core, Franx, Exeter: edeatienins house Keeper Exeter 
Pet 16 Ord April 16 

Cotzett, Wituiam, Old Lenton, wane, Butcher Notting- 
ham April 16 Ord April 1 

Cosnam, Joseru, Sundridge, Kent, Baker Tunbridge 
Wells Pet April 16 Ord April 17 

Earty, Henry, Witney, Blanket Manufacturer Oxford 
et March April 14 

Fattas, Hersert, Kingston upon Hull, + ed 

upon Hull Pet April 17 Ord April 17 
Feny, Hanpet Srevrr, —, Builder High Court 
March7 Ord April 1 

Foorp, James, Portobello rd, ‘Builder High Court Pet 
April 13 Ord April 1 

Fossett, Wittiam Stew am Acton Turville, Glos, Clerk 


in Holy Orders Bristol Pet April 11 Ord April 16 
Foxes, Sh Kinson, Dorset, Smith Poole Pet April 11 


Gartanp, Tuomas Ricnarp, — Herring, Miller 
Pet April16 Ord —*> 

Ganyetr, Samvet, Southsea, Butcher Portsmouth Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Grorae, Lionet Furpenicr, Gt Portland st Brighton Pet 
March 2 Ord April 17 

es Ry Barbican. , Op sinnateatone High 

April16 Ord April 
Gareia. vy ALEXANDER, C 1 rd, Ir 

High Court Pet April 13 Ord April 16 

Gromett, Cuaries, Downham Mark 
Lynn Pet April 12 Ord April 14 

Guest, Groner, 
16 Ord A 


Hawrnory, 
Northam; 





Fishmonger King’s 
en Baker Gloucester Pet April 


osern, Kettering, Sewing Machine Agent 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Herz, Gerrrupe, soapaen Oil Merchant Swansea Pet 
April 17 Ord April 17 

was ar tr Lutton, Butcher Plymouth Pet April 


Jounson, Joun + Wood Engraver Leices- 
ter Pet A 14 Ord April 14 

ewcastle Emlyn, — Victualler Car- 

Pet April 16 Ora A 

Lerts, phy Walsall, Baker alsall Pet March 20 


scone Teac, tkeundediteh Merchant High Court 
Pet March 9 Ord April ta. 4 
Lewinetoy, Wituram Exican Goprriep. West Ham 
Court Pet eo 16 Ord April 17 
Menges. rome, Bie Haddenham, Publican High Court Pet 
April 14 
CHARLES ae oy Forest Gate, Packing case 
Court 17 Ord April ol 
Moz.ey, Cuaries Faepenice, it James’sst High Court 
Ord April 14 


Moz.ey, Lewis, — veel st High Court Pet 
March1 Ord A 

eam, Baker Brighton Pet April 

ee. Jos, Brighton, Hairdresser Brighton Pet 
April4 Ord April 


17 
Pricer, Isaac, Tistlovny, Labourer Carmarthen Pet 
Merthyr Tydfil 


Jonzs, Jonny, 
marthen 


a. Samvuet, 
Ord A: 


April * Ord April 14 leis, 
Reprorp Seen Dow Grocer 
Pet ¢ April 17 April 17 


Court Pet Fi > 
Scuarrer, WE On Broad big Bn pe Fy h 
Court’ Pet Nov 28 Ord April 12 aay 


Ms Provision Dealer Wigan 

Pet April12 Ord Ap 

| Tuomas, Davin, —— Shoemaker Carmarthen Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Tirrine, Evizapera Axx, and Joux Tuomas Tiprinea, 
Ashton under Aa Baby Linen seamipevarers Ash- 


ton under Lyne _ Pet April 3_ Ord April 1 
Victualler High 


Tomkins, Cuanves, Leicester sq, 
Court Pet April 14 Ord April 17 

Turi, Jou, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester Pet April 18 
Ord April 18 

Turner, ANDREW, — Bookseller 
April16 Crd Ap 

Wares, Jonny, mee Woollen Manufacturer Dewsbury 
Pet March 20 Ord April 13 

Wasuineton, Ratpa, Lei hton, tr Farmer Shrews- 
bury Pet April10 Ord April il 

Wescorr, Jonx, and WiLiiam Wescorr, Wokingham, 
Paper Manufacturers Pet Feb 28 Ord 
April 14 

Woopa>vusz, James, Bristol, Licensed Victualler 
Pet April3 Ord April 1 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette 16th March :— 

Pearson, Davin, Prestwich, Cloth Salesman Salford Pet 

March 14 Ord March 14 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Doveras, Wiit1aM Artuur, North Shields, Draper New- 
castleon Tyne Adjud Sept 28,1892 Annul April 13,1894 


London Gazette.—Tuespay, April 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Amster, Samurvt, Cleckheaton, Yeast Dealer Bradford 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 f 

Arcent, Davin, Barking, Builder Chelmsford Pet April 
18 Ord April 18 

Avstox, Henry Fexrx, Colchester, Farmer Colchester 
Pet ‘April 21 Ord April 21 

Sones, ALTER, Darlington Newcastle upon Tyne Pet 

arch 15 Ord April 20 

me... Wittram Ex.iort, Carlisle, Painter Carlisle Pet 
April 21 Ord April 21 

Berry, Repecca, oe Ironmonger York Pet 
April 20 Ord April 2 

Brockiessury, Epwin, Gt meas Fish Curer Gt Grimsby 
Pet April19 Ord April 1: 

Busn, Witwiam, Cosbeen, Builder Cheltenham Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

Cuance, Tuomas, Birmingham, Coachman Birmingham 
Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Dovipovicu, Apranam Isaac, y Draper Man- 
chester Pet April 21 Ord April 2 


Canterbury Pet 


Bristol 


E.uiort, Grorer, West | eanaee, oe Durham Pet 
April5 Ord April 19 
Exvuis, Samvuet Henry, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 


April 19 Ord April 19 

First, Tomas Merry, Bloxham, Dealer Banbury Pet 
April19 Ord April 19 

Fry, Epwarp Carry, a, Coal Exporter Cardiff Pet 
April 18 Ord April 1 

Go.tpBene, Putip, chapel fosthen Merchant High 
Court PetMar31 OrdA; 

Gort.ies, SELIGMAN, Dishopegne, Baker High Court Pet 

April2 Ord April 20 

Hawt, Rosert, Birmingham, Theatre we, Penpeieies Bir- 
mingham Pet April6 Ord April 20 

Harrison, Joun, Stapenhill, Grocer Burton on Trent Pet 

- April 21 Ord = 21 - on 

AYES, Sypvey, Cross —. rpenter Ne rt, 
H nage ag Ord April - ea 
EARD, Epwarp, No Kongineton Surgeon h Court 

Pet April 21 Ord April 21 . 

Hockmay, Icyativs, Houndsditch, Hairdresser High 
Court Pet April3 Ord Ap ril 20 

JINks, ae Manx, Marylebone, Man Mantle Manufac- 

pril 19 


turer 19 Ord A 
Lixroor, aa rae Sen York, Butcher York Pet April 
19 Ord April 19 
Lioyp, Epw | Bangor, Printer Bangor Pet April 21 
April 21 


eat = p, Samu i. Bradford, Agent Bradford Pet April 19 


a on A Quay, Hairdresser 
Scarborough Pet April19 Ord April 19 

Masoy, Faeperick, Peter! b, Corn Merchant Peter- 
borough Pet April 12 April 21 

McCracken, Epwarp, A a ~ re Northamp- 
ton Pet April7 Ord April 2 

Morpy, Tomas, a. Builder Nottingham Pet 
April 6 Ord April 20 

Pace, Jouy ALBERT, pier em, Jeweller Cheltenham 
Pet April19 Ord April 

Paspatti, Pate Ne obey Bisho 4 st, Merchant 


High Court Pet April21 Ord April 21 
— Warwick, Warwick Warwick Pet April 19 


Pariturs, WALTER, im Engineer High Court Pet 

April 19 Ord April 19 

Pune, pe Cuar.es, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
4 : 


i119 Ord A) 
rnet, Draper Barnet Pet April 


you — 

April 19 

Rossyer, Hexry, Queen Victoria st, Furrier High Court 

Pet April20 Ord April 20 

Stuxy, WILLIAM rok omar wl ee Jockey Wor- 
cester Pet April 19 

ieee a J > Leicester, 


i iach ast Leicester Pet April 
Ap 
Tuoxrsos "non Sutton Coldfield, Farmer Birmingham 


Rayner, 
6 O 





Hanon, . Sil h h 
aes i. one, 8q versmith High Court 


“GC on mo April 20 
Tox, 6G 80 > 4 Kensington HighCourt Pet March 14 
Watrtens, Hueu, Abemeen, Collier Aberdare Pet April 
19 Ord April 1 





Pet April18 Ord April 
Wee, Tromas care ang Old Broad st, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet —_ 2 Ord April 19 
The ag om Fe amended notice is substituted or that pub- 
in the London Gazette of April 13 
Bovutroy, J,Grocer Bristol Pet April4 Ord ‘April 9 
The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of April 17 :— 
Kiya, Tom Huxuam, Torquay, Waiter Exeter Pet April 
13 Ord April 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Bamber, Davin, Chorley, Licensed Victualler May 1 at 3 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

Bet, James, Staveley, Hotel Keeper May 2 at 11 120, 
Highgate, Kendal 

Bensett, Lanoron, Stowe, Farmer May 1 at12 1, 8 
Aldate’s, Oxford 

Bentvey, ‘THomas, Kingston upon Hull, Auctioneer May 
2 at 10.30 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

Berry, Resecca, Knaresborough. Ironmonger May 3 at 
2.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yor! 

Bruker, Wiuram, Horethorne, Somerset, Baker Mayi 
at12 Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil 

Casu, Gerona Freper:cx Wittram, Wainfleet All Saints, 
Auctioneer May 3at12 Off Rec, 48, High st, Boston 

Cotterr. Witiiam, Nottingham, Butcher fay 1 at lz 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, N ——- 

Cunnincuam, Joux, Great Grimsby, Stevedore May 2 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 15 Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Eu.is, SamugL Henry, Leicester, Baker May 3 at3 Off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st. Leiceste 

Exuurson, Cuarues, Sudbury, Suffolk, Pawnbroker May 
l1at12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Fenn, Hanpet Srrurt, Peckham, Builder May 2 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Furser, James, Kinson, Dorset, Smith May 2 at 12.30 
Off , Salisbury 

Goscnowsky, Lewis, Barbican, Cap Manufacturer May 1 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Greic, George ALExanpEeR, Commercial rd, [ronmonger 
May 1 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Groves, Leonarp, Mark <o Chemical Agent May 1 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hickey, Taomas Henry, Kilburn, Traveller May 2 at 12 
Bankru 

utton, Devon, Butcher 


ptey bl 

Hituson, Parr, May 3 at 11 
10, Athenseum ter, Plymouth 

Ho..anp, Josepx, ha ey Builder May 1 at 12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Jounson, JOHN ea tg Leicester, Wood > eal May 
1 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leiceste 

waar Wootr, May 2ati11 Off Ree, 22, Park 


Lean, yen Ervest, and Ernest Freperice WILLIAMS, 
Lime st, Timber Merchants May 3 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Lewineron, Wituram Exnigan Goprrarep, West Ham, 
Builder May 2 at 2.30 Bankru ~~ bidgs, Carey st 

a, James Danie., York, Butcher May 3 at 12.30 

ff Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

uned Roserr, Marks Tey, ome Publican May1 at 
12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, I — 

Morais, Cuarces CHRISTIAN, Sia sq, Packing 
Case Maker May3 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 


street 
Mutuzr, Ferpixanp, New Southgate, Baker May1 at3 
Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, emple avenue 


ne ie "BENJAMIN, Kingston u = Hull, Builder May 2 


at11 Off Rec, Trinity House 

Newman, Georce "ARTHUR Holloway, "Leather Seller May 
8at12 Bankruptcy bi , Carey st 

Patrrs, WILLIAM ae, icester, Builder May 3 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, B Leicester 


RIcHarpson, Josern, Ulverston, otel Keeper Maylat il 
ff Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, w in Furness 
Rovut.epee, Reainavp G, > taeee hill May 2 at 2.30 
Bankru; bl 


ptcy 

Scuort, ppd Stockton on Tees, Commission Agent May 
2at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Suaw, CHARLES, Hoyland, Yorks, Contractor May 2 at 
11.15 Off Rec, 3, Back Regent st, Barnsley 

Stavixn, Frank Patrick, Chiswick, Licensed Victualler 
Ma: Patond 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ee MES ay | Keat rd, ‘otter Mayl0ati1l Bank- 

toy 
Surrra, og tn 3 George, Glos, ee gd May 2 at 1 


chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo 
ou pt, Beenie Cotton Y ee May 1 at 11 
To 


=? Abert Brooxs Vosz, Ricuarp Dossox Dixon, and 
Joun Dowe tt, 8t Andrew’s st, D rugeists ts’ Sundriesman 

May 7 at 11 ft bldgs, Car2 oy 
ay 4at 12.30 Off 


Tayior, James, Leicester, 
m st, Leicester 
Tuomrsox, SrerHEn yey Manchester May 2at 3 
’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Te pena Great orton, Stone Merchant May 3 
at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Topp, Harry. rd, Grocer May 3 at 11 Bank- 
st 
, 
TuRLE, toy bidga, Carey ¢ Grocer May 3 at 12 Off Rec, 
15, King st, Gloucester 
to Anpeew, Margate, Bookseller May2atil Of 
Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterb' 7 
Waire, Daviv, Baxtenholme, Farmer - ed 2 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Wuirtina, Basar, Islington May 3 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bl 


Wrutaas, Tana a eta Sawyer May lati2 Off 


a itu, Hooros, and Tuomas WIiLuLMore, 
Glass Merchants 
Le 


Wu 
: May Sat 2.30 Bank- 


ae 
Be 


és 
an 












lat3 


, Park 


LIAMS, 
ruptcy 


Ham, 
oy st 

; 12.30 
iy 1 at 


acking 
Carey 


1 at3 
May 2 
| May 
y Sat 
latil 
at 2.30 

May 
y 2 at 
tualler 
Bank- 
2 at 1 
at 11 


x, and 
esman 


0 Of 
2at 3 
May 3 
Bank- 
f Ree, 
| Of 
11.30 
ruptey 
Off 


MORE, 
Bank- 
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ILSON, wong gt = naphet , Glam, Coalminer May 1 at 3 
Wass Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
presraoure. JAM 8, Bristol, Licensed Victualler May 2 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 


4 DJUDICATIONS. 

Auster, Samusn, Cleckheaton, Yeast Dealer Bradford 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Ancext, Davip, Barking, Builder Chelmsford Pet April 
18 Ord April 18 

Barnes, WILLIAM Lg ee Carlisle, Painter Carlisle 
Pet April 21. Ord April 2 

BepweE.., Grorce, Southend, Boot Maker Chelmsford 


Pet April4 Ord April 19 
Bouton, J, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet April 4 Ord 


Apri 19 
St ms weshete gardens High Court Pet Jan 9 
Ord April 16 


Brockvessy, ee Gt Grimsby, Fish Curer Gt Grimsby 
Pet April 19 Ord Apml 19 

Cuaxce, Tuomas, Birmingham, Coachman Birmingham 
Pet April1s Ord April 18 

Desxey, Francis Arrnure, Victoriast High Court Pet 
Feb 22 Ord April 19 

Dovipovicu, Aprauam Isaac, Manchester, Draper Man- 
chester Pet April 21 Ord April 21 

Duxtor, CuarLes James, Birmingham, Watch Material 
Dealer Birmingham Pet AprilS Ord April 19 

Extiorr, Georce, W Brandon, Farmer Durham Pet 
April4 Ord April 20 

Euuis, Samuxcn Henny, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
April 18 Ord April 19 

Farrer, Epwin, Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet March 
12 Ord April 20 

Fut, THomas Merry, pasta, Dealer Banbury Pet 

April19 Ord A: April 15 

a Epwarp, and ; Nevitt Peake, Tottenham, 
‘Wine Merchants Edmonton Pet Feb 28 Ord April 19 

Fay, Epwarp Carry, Cardiff, Coal Exporter Cardiff Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Sacareen, Jouy, rome Grocer Burton on Trent Pet 
April 21 Ord April 21 

Hayes, Sypvey, Cross Keys, Mon, Carpenter Newport, 
Mon Pet — 19 O April 20 

Lewis, Hymay, Leeds, Jeweller Leeds Pet March 12 Ord 

April 18 


Lrxroot, James ee York, Butcher York Pet April 
19 Ord April 19 

Luoyp, _——_ — Printer Bangor Pet April 21 

21 

Luoyp, + EL, Bradford Bradford Pet April 19 Ord 
April 1 

od ; GavupERy, peneet, Auctioneer Bedford 
Pet March 31 Ord April 2 

Mareiace, Wit11aMm, Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet 
March 17 Ord April 2 

Martin, WALTER - ll Bridlington Quay, Hair- 
dresser Scarborough Pet April19 Ord April 19 

Muscrave, Bensamin, Kingston upon Hull, wees 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Mar19 Ord April 2 

Newman, GrorGe ARTHUR, Cottenham rd, hed Seller 

igh Court Pet April 18 Ord April 18 


een, Joun A.Bert, Bishop’s Cleev e, Jeweller Chelten- 
ham Pet April18 Ord April 1 
Parturs, Frep, Stoke em od Butter Merchant Bristol 


Pet April12 Ord April 21 

Pures, Witt1AmM CuHanves, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

Pratt, enky, Rothersthorpe, Farmer Northampton 
Pet Mar 13 Ord April 1s 

Siusoxs, Mary Exizaseta Kiyossury, and Evizapera 
Coie Simsoy, Colchester, School Principals Colchester 
Pet Mar27 Ord April 18 

Sixx, Wituiam Frepericx, ae, Jockey Wor- 
cester Pet April19 Ord April 1 

Summers, Joun Ly nee Miller Banbury Pet 
April 5 Ord April 1 

TayLor, JAMES, iaeedon, Machinist Leicester Pet April 
21 Ord April 21 

Txomrson, Georcs, Sutton Coldfield, Farmer Birmingham 
Pet April 18 Ord April 20 

Blackburn Pet 


Towxizey, Raven, Darwen, Plumber 
Birmingham, Saddler 


March 19 Ord April 20 
Birmingham 
Pet April 7 7 Ord A pril 
19 Ord April 19 
Weicuert, Joun, Stockton on pom | Retry man Stockton 
on Tees Pet "April 18 Ord April 
Cardiff 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 
Witx1ams, Owen, Carnarvon, Tailor Bangor Pet March 
21 Ord April 20 
Leeds Pet April7 Ord April 
The following amended notice is = ee for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of the 17th April :— 
13 Ord April 13 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Dexxis, Joun Lee, Nottingham, Druggist’s Ma: 


Vauouan, Tuomas, 

Watters, Hu vou, Aberaman, Collier Aberdare Pet April 

Witrsaus, Epwarp, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler 

Yewpa.t, ALEXANDER Henry, - Woollen Merchant 

Kixc, Tou Hu amem, Torquay, Waiter Exeter Pet April 
Nottingham Adjud Feb 11,1893 Annul April 18, 1e04 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 2.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovsrretp, at the Mart 
eo , at 2 o’clock, a Freehold Residential Estate (see 
advertisement, April 21 408). 

May 2,.—Messrs. Bropre, dag & Co., at the Mart, E.C., 
al 2 o'clock, Freehold Ground-rents and Freehold Resi- 
dences (ree advertisement, April 21, p. 408). 

May 3.—Messrs, H. E. Foster & CRANFiEL p, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’eloek, Reversions, Life Policies, Shares, and 
Two Albert Hall Amphitheatre Stalls (see advertisement, 
this week, p, 427). 

y 4.— Messrs. Aker & Sons, at the Mart. E.C., at 2 

o'clock, a id Landed Estate, Freehold Ground- 

rents, and Freehold and Leasehold Properties i adver- 


Monthly Periodical Sales.—Established 1843. 
ESSRS. H. 2. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


(successors Marsh, 
PERIOMICAL BALES on the first Thursday in each 
month a er it the year, at the h MART, Tokenhouse- 


yard, E.C. 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent). 
Life Interests and Annuities. 


Life Policies. 
Shares and Debentures. 
M Debts and Bonds, and 


Kin Interests 
Vendors and Purchasers are invited oY es 
the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Periodical Sale No. 543. —Valuable 
Reversions and Shares. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on 
THURSDAY at TWO o'clock, the 
following valuable uable REVERSIONS and SHARES :— 
The valuable ABSOLUTE REV. 


in 1885, to two hy 4 ~- 
owtie-hene , com 
iden premises an 
Fittiohews, road and Park-street, Islington, Y vegan = £1,111 
per annum, = valuable reversions on of 





early increasing 

in value.—Solicitors, Messrs. Bannister, Williams, & Ram, 
13, J ohn-street, Bedford-row, W.C. 

The ABSOLUTE REVERSION a Bil a SIXTH of ONE- 


FIFTH of about pS | invested Rand certain Si lish 
aac | meagre te aged solic 
property, receivable on decease of a q. —Bolici- 
tors, Messrs. Bull & —_ is New-inn, Strand, wy Ay 
e REVERSION E-FIFTH of the WREEHOLD 
PREMISES, the Old White Hart Inn, Odiham, receivable 
on decease of a lady aged 60, provided the reversioner, 
06, cenvives ee i also # Lite'Policy for £200. 

The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to No, 1, MEDINA. 
ROAD, hey, tag f-~-- on decease of a indy 
—Solicitor, Chas. 


i ANONYME du” CHEMIN “de FER 


d‘OSTENDE 8 ARMONTIERES.—50 Shares: of 500 francs 


each, full paid. 
i of the various Solicitors, and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 6, Poultry, E.C. 


THURSDAY NEXT.—Periodical Sale No. 543. —Graphie 
Shares and Absolute Reversion to Graphic Shares. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on 
THURSDAY NEXT, MAY an, at TWO o'clock, 2 
SHARES of £10 each’ (£7 pai id) in H. R. Baines & Co 5 
Ltd. eae ape of the ‘ < Graphic” and *‘ Daily Grophic ° 


Newspapers 
The ABSOLUTE REVERSION | to ONE-SIXTH part of 
344 similar SHARES. of a lady aged 


58 

Particulars of Cecil J. Rawlinson, Esq., Solicitor, 47, 
New Broad-street, E.C., and of the ‘Auctioneers, 6, 
Poultry, E.c. 


THURSDAY NEXT. —Periodical ‘Sale 2 No. 543. —Valuable 
old Life Policies. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 
homeegane, E.C., on THURSDAY NEXT, MAY 3rd, 
0 oe. the following valuable POLICIES of 

ASSURANCE 
£3,000 LIFE POLICY, with profits, effected 13th 
September, 1864, with the Grown Life Office, on the life cf 
Annual premium £98 2s. 6d. 


a gentleman, — 71, 

£3,000 LIFE POLICY, with yt effected in Decem- 
ber, 1876, with the 3 Standard Lif 'e Office, on the life of a 
lady, aged 49. Half-yearly soenias £39. Bonuses added 


£300 LIFE POLICY, with profits, effected in 1864 with 
the Ni a North British and Mercantile Insurance Society, on the 
life of a 4 aged 60, at an annual premium of 
£7 13s. 3d. uses added amount to £126 14s. a 
P rar the. Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E 


“THURSDAY J NEXT. -—Periodioal Se Bale No. 543.—Royal | 


N ESSRS. H. Rf? FOSTER : & preg ag a 
will include in the above SALE, at the MABT, E.C 
TWO AMPHITHEATRE STALLS in the ROYAL 
ALBERT HALL situate in the best part of the bellane 
Particulars of the Auctioneers, ¢ 6, Poultry, E.0. 

















MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


Aves SALES are held at the Mart, 


Tokenhouse-yard 1, City, on the second and last 
fone oe Leh on other days as occasion 
“? . 


IN & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
by. PRIVATE TREATY, Vi eys, Ni 
of Recei in Chancery, Sales by Auction 
Stock, Collection of &c. 





tisement, this week, p. 428). 


and Houses, &c., to be Let, are on the ist of each 
— a = can be had on eae tle laa or oes by 
‘or two charge for inserti 
i a. ree, on, Tele- 


SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1804. 
. _FAREBROTHER, 
































days have been fixed f SALES devine Che, 
ve ‘or 
be held at the Tebeshount-yerk meer 
. May 10 Thurs., July 19 urs., Oct. 11 
Wedi., May 20 urs., July 26 q -» Oct. 25 
jurs., June 7 ts., Aug. 2 Thurs., Nov. 1 
urs., June 14 Wed., Aug. 15 Thurs., Nov. 15 
Wed., June 20 Thurs., Aug.30 | Thurs., Nov. 29 
Thurs., June 28 Thurs., 13 | Tues., Dec. 4 
Thurs., July 12 Thurs., Sept. 27 Thurs., Dec. 18 





Other appointments for immediate Sales will also be 
arranged. 
& Co. publish in the 


a 
Af 
see 
. 
? 


their forthec Sales 
sap ets ge 








By order of M 
Io 


y agreemen' 
ing to about £2.113 per annum. The leascholds are held 
for terms of 83 years, at moderate ground-rents. Messrs. 


AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & CO. 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tok 


enhouse- 
yard, on THURSDAY, MAY ioth, 1 at TWO o'clock 
recisely, the above important PROPERTIES, in Produciag 
‘ollows :— 
FREEHOLDS. 
1, *] ge mate Newington.—A - 
oo ian is on | . £1 
Pte 37, LESWIN- ROAD. 
. Sie and Shop, oe 
&c., lettoMr. Maynard, Confectioner, and - 
98 and HIGH-STREET. ious Outfit 
A. fm ~ 2 peat on lense at 
33 — 35,, LESWIN-ROAD. —Two Dwelling- 
ee — Fishmonger’s Shop and 
se and dds O HIGH-STRERT. — ‘Manufactory, 
po tL yh on leases 
177 y HoaT and Premises, 
on age 
1 to 6,1 Oe oc ack Bix tene- 
. 85, "CLAPTON -COMMOX 70, 72,and 74, Old Hili- 
street, ad called Bodleian 
_— = and Three Small 
12. 04,6, aod 0, OLD HILt-evaicer 
and Boot Shops, ant 
Premises above, let on leases and agreement . 
LONG LEASEHOLDS. 
13. 160, STOKE NEWINGTON-ROAD.—Shop and 


; Nawinatent-noab. Sasi 109 


. 164, STOKE NEWING 
don Stores, with off 


296 
240 

56 
120 
340 

63 
130 


eA ig: i A a 


7 


10, 11 


: 


-_ 


15. 174, STOKE NEWINGTON-ROAD. — Costu- 


mier’s 7 
16. 176, STOK NEWINGTON-ROAD. — Draper's 
Shop and Premises, let to Thomas & Owen, ad 100 
Total rentals 


George & Wiliam Webb,’ lie 
E.C.; of Messrs. I 


: Fe, Slaten Xo 
Messrs. 


Mark-lane; at the Mart, B.C; and of 
Temple-bar; and 18, Old- 


bi 


Farebrother, 





STRAND. 


By order of Trustees.—Valuable Leasehold Jyretmanta, 
wetuaing £1,408 To. Of. per canets, memes wpe 

= tly-lienwedpublicshotse, known as the Savoy Palace 
vern, street, one door from Strand 

business premise, ‘Nos. & See Wellington-street, 

let to first-class tenants on repaifing at low rents, 
ith prospect of increasing same at expiration of 
leases. Tih toe Comms Roving St Fosse wningeee, 


MART, 
AY doth, at TW WO ollock ip Syet Lats, Ge 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
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AUCTION SALES. 


ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 

take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 

every description of House Property. Printed terms can 

be had on application at their Offices. Messrs, Field & 

Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 

attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices : 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





oa. near STAINES. 
numerous Lots.—By direction of the Owner, in whose 
“fea it — been held for upwards of three centuries.— 
d Portion of the Historic Freehold a 
jaan a3 the Littleton Estate, comprising upwards of 
1,100 acres of freehold meadow, ’ arable, and wood land, 
near four ba, stations—viz., Staines, Shepperton, 
ar sae gg a esgL and by —* — 
pologet.. or the purpose of the e estate has 
a vided into numerous lots of from 10 and 100 
acres, on some of which are id and 
rendering them suitable for pleasure, dairy, 
and stud farms; — are —_ for — 
garden purposes, whi' others, forming part of the 
ancient park, having long frontages to main roads, offer 
excellent sites for residences or institutions, being 
beautifully timbered and undulating, and within easy 
access by vend or river to London. Nearly the whole of 
the ase-money can be 3 oy by half-yearly instal- 
extending over 10 y 
ESSRS. BAKER & & SONS will SELL by 
i AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, 
MAY 4th, at TWO, the above valuable FREEHOLD 
ESTA'TE, suitable for residential or sporting pw Ss, OF 
capitalists phe land speculators wishing to acquire land 
— ae ae ~ — in value. 
Currie, Williams, & Williams, 
Scliciters “a, Tiinoain's iy fields, W.C.; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, E, C. 


TO TRUSTEES AND OTHERS. 
Valuable Freehold Ground-rents and other secure invest- 
} ments, Bakni ig about £530 per annum. 
Jypeeens. BA KER & SONS will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, 
MAY 4, at TWO, the highly-sound INVESTMENTS, as 


follows :A 
STRATFORD. 
Freehold Ground-rent of £195 per annum, amply 
secured on the well-known hostelry the Swan Inn, Broad- 


Way. 
STRATFORD. 

Freehold Coffee Tavern, No. 33, Broadway, adjoining the 
8wan Inn ; let on lease at £80 per annum. Two Houses 
and Shops, Nos. 9 and 11, West Ham-lane, producing £67 
Per annum. And a Freehold Ground-rent of £10 per 
annum, secured on land in West Ham-lane adjoining. 

FINSBURY-PARK. 
id Ground-rent of £18 per annum, secured on Nos. 


-road. 
E NEWINGTON. 
5,7, and 9, Woodville- 











Freehol 
12, 14, and 16, Stroud 
8TO 
Three Freehold Residences, Nos. 


Short Leaseholds, Nos. 311 and 313, Senge, pro- 

ducing £58 per annum net for 20 
SOUTH TOTT NHAM. 

A Block of Freehold Land, situate in the rear of Kings- 
ford-terrace, —- Sisters-road, with workshops thereon. 

Particulars of Hugh Godfray, Esq., Solicitor, 60, Fins- 
bury-pavement, EC: and of “he Auctioneers, 11, Queen 
Victoria-street, E.C. 





LEYTON, 

Re William Black, Esq. A —Thoroughly well- 
secured FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS of £430 a year, 
—s out of Eleven Houses and Shops and Ninety 

Houses, of the estimated rack-rental value of 
£2,700 per annum, situate at Leyton, Essex, in the main 
road (opposite the Town Hall), St. George’s-road, 
Leyton-park-road and Beaconsfield-road, offering to 
trustees and others investments of the soundest character. 

R. ALFRED RICHARDS will SELL 
the above by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house- , E.C., on MONDAY, MAY 7th, at TWO o’clock 

y, in convenient Lots. 

of John Jobson, Esq., Solicitor, 57, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, W.C.; of Messrs. Stones, Morris, & Stones, 

Solicitors, 5, Finsbury-circus ; and of the Auctioneer, 18, 

Finsbury-circus, E.C. 

CITY OF LONDON. 

VALUABLE BLOCK of CITY OFFICE PROPERTY, 
Nos. 13 and - Abchurch-lane, and 15, Sherborne-lane, 
producing £2,855 per annum. 

ESSRS. 8S. WALKER & RUNTZ beg to 
notify that this PROPERTY was NOT SOLD at 

Be ae a AUCTION, and may now be Purchased by 


For partic apply ‘ 22, , Moorgate-street, E. Cc. 


ESSRS. ROBT. W. MAN N & ‘SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 
Ropr. W. Mawn, F.S.I., Tuomas R. Ransom, F.S.1. 
J. Baasnaw Mann, F.S.1., W. H. Man), 

12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
82, } Lowndes-street, Belgrave-equare, 5.W. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, to call th ttenti f 
ntending Purchasers to the — attractive West-End 
Houses which have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys Valuations attended to. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1804. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWHON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER to announce 
LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 

Premises, 


that their SALES of 
Town, Suburban, and Country , Business 

Building Land, Ground-Rents, yt hems Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, “and other ies will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Fcheubouegest, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 


1894, 


Tuesday, May 1 | 
Tuesday, May 8 

Tuesday, May 22 

Tuesday, May 29 

Tuesday, June 5 Tuesday, Oct. 30 
Tuesday, June 12 Tuesday, Nov. 13 
Tuesday, June 19 esday, Aug.7 | Tuesday, Dec 


Auctions can also be held on = * days, in town or 


for Paring Bt a other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
tock, Timber, 
. POETAILED’ LISTS sts OF bg Leena gt om Estates, 
‘ating Quarters, Residences, Shops. 

meee to be Let or Bold by private contract are 

the 1 i< of each month, and can } obtain 

De! , Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, Estate 
Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, London, E.C. 
phone No, 1,503. 


= 





Established a Century and Twenty Years. 
ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW beg 
to notify that the their SALES of 
FREEHOLD pa LEASE SLD ee LRTIES, Ground 
Rents, &c., during 1894, at the MART, on the following 


dates, and will be glad’ to receive particulars of any pro- 
perties to be included at least one month anterior to the 


proposed date of sale :— 
Tuesday, May 8 Thurzday Sess 27 

Thursday, May 31 Thursday, Oct. 25 

Thursday, June 28 Th 

Thursday, July 26 | 

Thursday, August 30 

Auction offices, 6, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside, E.C. ; 

and 308, Brixton-hili, 8.W. 


‘STREATHAM HILL. 

Within easy distance of four railway stations.—By order of 
the Executors.—A substantially-built detached idence, 
occupying one of the highest positions in this favourite 
district, and commanding extensive views over surround- 
ing country. 

i\' ESSES. HERRING, SON, & DAW are 

favoured with instructions to SELL by AUCTION, 
at the MART, E.C., on TUESDAY, 


MAY 8, at TWO pre- 
cisely (unless previously sold rivately) 


, the highly valuable 
long LEASEHOLD PROPERTY lown as Holmdene, 
Leigham-court- 


tham-hill, having grounds of 
about one acre. It is held for a term whereof 62 years 
were unexpired at Lady-day last Le a moderate ground- 
rent, and will be sold with 

Particulars of Messrs. Oliv —y ot Billson, & Co., Boli- 
citors, 5, Cook-street, Vivemeal; ; of Messrs. Field, Roscoe, 
& Co., Solicitors, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ; and of the 
Auctioneers, as above. 


TULSE HILL, 8.W. 
One of the er } suonention in this ferouned district, and 
IRRING.” SON 
ESSRS.. "HER ING SON, & DAW 
will offer for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard. E.C., on TUESDAY, 8th of MAY, at 
TWO o’clock precisely, the substantially-built FREEHOLD 
FAMILY RESIDENCE, known as Sidmouth, No. 199, 
Tulse-hill, approached by a carriage drive, having stabling 
for four horses, and grounds tastefully laid out with 
numerous glass houses, &o. Possession will be given on 
completion of the purchase. 

Particulars of J. B. Roberts, Esq., Solicitor, 73, Basing- 

hall-street, E. C. ; ; and of the Auctioneers, as above. 


‘WOOD-GREEN. Niemi ae pr ip. 


Excellent Freehold investments in good letting properties. 
N ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW will 
a sell by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C.,on TUESDAY, MAY 8, 1894, at TWO o’clock 
pooiete, in Lots, the g- FREEHOLD RESI- 
ENCES, situate close to Wood-green (G.N.R.) and Pa- 
lace Gates Station (G.E.R.), and known as Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 
5, Alexandra-villas, Alexan: Park- Nos. 5, 6, 
7, 8, 9, 10, Crescent-road, Wood-green, occupied (with one 
exception) by responsible tenants, and together of the 
estimated rental value of about £297 per annum. 
Particulars of Messrs. H. W. Reeves & Son, Solicitors, 
Temple-chambers, E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 6, Iron- 
monger-lane, E.C.; and ’208, Brixton-hill, 8.W. 


CHEAPSIDE. —FREEHOLD. 


Valuable Building Site, known as Nos. 52, 52a, and 
53, Ga S | a few doors west of Queen-street, and 
close to Bank of England. The property has a 
frontage of. 32ft. llin. and a depth of over 50ft., thus 
having an area of about 1,686 superficial fee’ t, and 
affording an opportunit seldom to be —s a A for th the 
erection of spacious ani HITELEY nll 

N R. CHAS. P. WHITELEY will SELL 

pt the above by AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, 

Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, MAY 9, at 

TWO precisely. 

Particulars, with plan, may be obtained of Messrs. 
Stones, Morris, & Stone, Solicitors, 5, Finsbury-circus, 
E. _ ‘oat atthe Auction Offices, 82, Queen-street, Cheap- 
side, E.C, 








Forthcoming Sales for the Year 1894. 


ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY, 
James’s-house, 22, St. James’s-street, andor 
8.W.,.beg to announce for the forthcoming year 
following DAYS of SALE, at the AUCTION 
Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., but in addition other dates can b 
arranged for special sal es. Terms on application :— p 
Tuesday, May 15 Tuesday, July 3 | Tuesday, Sept, 
Tuesday, May 22 Tuesday, July 10 Tuesday, Oct, 2 
y, June 5 Tuesday, July 31| Tuesday, Nov, 
Tuesday, June 26 | Tuesday, Aug. 14| Tuesday, Dec. 45 
Tuesday, Aug. 28 
Messrs. E. & H. Lumley announce in the - tisen 
columns of ‘“‘ The Times,” on Wednesdays and Saturd 
a complete list of their Bales, which will yo- 4 Estetes 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, town and coun’ 
ties, ground-rents, reversions, and water 
In cases where pro y isto included in these 
ample notice should be given in order to insure 4 
publicity. St. James’ s-house, 22, St. James’ e-street, 8. 


In Liquidation. 
Re the Liberator Pomonen Building Society 


Re Lands Allotment Company (Limited). 
CATFORD, NEAR LEWISHAM, §8.E. 
To Builders, Land Companies, Capitalists, Investors, a 

others.—Important Sale at low reserves.—180 choice F, 

hold Building Plots, and 4 large areas of Building 

being a further portion of the Priory Park we 
to Catford-bridge Station, 8.-E. Ry., and 

Station, on the L. C. and D. "line. having nani ; 

to Brownhill, Laleham, Ringstead, Bowness, Ji 
land, and Englcheart-roads, just off the Lewisham 

Bromley high roads, and available for the immedi 

erection of moderate-sized villas, for which there is 

constant and increasing demand. Rich gravel subs¢ 

Wide well-made roads, drained throughout into n 

sewer. Gas and water mains on the estate. Sold free 

tithe and land tax. Free conveyances 
ESSRS. W. W. READ. & CO. are favew 
with instructions to SELL by AUCTION. 
RAVENSBOURNE INN, Catford-hill, 8.E., on W 
DAY, MAY 9th, at SIX ‘o'clock in the evening, the 
choice FREEHOLD BUILDING PLOTS and large ai 
of building land, in Convenient Lots. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with plan, may be 
of John Annan, Esq., 2, New-court, on, Brown We ah 
of Messrs. Linklater. Hackwood, A Addison Bows, 5 
tors, 2, Bond-court, ne Walbroo k, E.C.; of Messrs. 
Welsford, Solicitors, 17, Gracechurch-street, E. Cc. at shi 
place of sale; and of the Auctioneers, 1, Queen-st, 
Cheapside, E.C. 





In Liquidation. 
Re the Liberator Permanent Building Society 
an 
Re Lands Allotment Company (Limited). 
CATFORD. 

29 Well-built Freehold and Leasehold Villas, Sh 
Dwelling Houses, Freehold Ground-Rents, and 
Land, close to stations on the 8.-E. and L. ©. & D. 

\ ESSRS. W. W. READ & CO. will SELI 

a by AUCTION, at the RAVENSBOURNE IW 

Catford-hill, 8.E., on WEDNESDAY, MAY 23rd, at 8 

in the evening, as } follows :— 

Lot. a 


Situation. | Rentals. 





“4-3 | Nos. 1,2, 11,12, and13, Brown-| 
|_ hill villas, Brownhill-road... 


4 | No. 1, Priory-villas, Brown- 
hill- 


(Nos. 18 and a2 ‘to 30 ‘(even), )s 

| Jutland-road .. | 15600 

8-17 | Nos. 85 to 67 (odd), Engle- ; 
heart-road 0 Do. | 


377 6 
FREEHOLD GROUND | RENTS 
Secured upon Amount Rev 
18-20 | Nos. 3, 5, and 45, Brownhill- i 
road, and Nos. 27 and 29, 


£14400 £3200 


2600 70 


5-7 


Ringstead-road £29 0 
21 FREEHULD BUILDING ESTATE, 
About 16 acres of valuable Building Land, tithe fre 
land tax redeemed, situate ) just off the Lewisham Hi 
— t, and offering gi 





ipe for 
= rofitable building « enterprise. 

rs, with plan and conditions of sale, may she 
be had of John Annan, Esq., 2, New-court, C 
W.C.; of the Solicitors, as in p adverti 


of the Auctioneers, 1, Queen-street, EC. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ese v 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 








ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARB 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Regi 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Go 
ESTABLISHED 1699. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LON 








